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For  the  sake  of  clearness  this  record  is  divided  into  these 
sections  instead  of  following  the  chronological  order  of  pro- 
ceedings. 

Only  brief  summaries  are  given  of  the  speeches  in  discus- 
sions: it  is  hoped  that  they  will  be  sufficient  to  make  an 
intelligible  record. 


WORLD  CONFERENCE  ON 
FAITH  AND  ORDER 

Continuation  Committee 

August  31 -September  3,  1936 

The  following  were  recorded  as  present  during  these  sessions : 

Officers: 

His  Grace  the  Lord  Archbishop  of  York,  Chairman.  Church 
of  England. 

Prof.  D.  Dr.  Adolf  Deissmann,  Associated  Vice-Chairman. 
German  Evangelical  Church. 

Pastor  Charles  Merle  d’Aubigne,  D.D.,  Associated  Vice- 
Chairman.  National  Union  of  the  Reformed  Evangelical 
Churches  oE  France. 

Most  Rev.  Metropolitan  Germanos,  Associated  Vice-Chairman. 
Oecumenical  Patriarchate. 

Rev.  Canon  T.  Tatlow,  D.D.,  Acting  Treasurer  in  Europe. 
Church  of  England. 

Rev.  Canon  L.  Hodgson,  General  and  Theological  Secretary. 
Church  of  England. 

Rev.  Floyd  W.  Tomkins,  Associate  Secretary  in  America. 
Protestant  Episcopal  Church  U.S.A. 

Members: 

Prof.  Nicholas  Arseniev,  Church  of  Russia. 

Rev.  Prof.  D.  M.  Baillie,  Church  of  Scotland. 

Percy  W.  Bartlett,  Society  of  Friends. 

Prof.  Jean  D.  Benoit,  Reformed  Church  of  Alsace  and  Lorraine. 
Very  Rev.  Yngve  T.  Brilioth,  Church  of  Sweden. 

Rev.  Dr.  William  Adams  Brown,  Presbyterian  Church  in  the 
U.S.A. 

Fr.  S.  Bulgakoff,  Church  of  Russia. 

Prof.  J.  Eugene  Choisy,  Federation  of  Swiss  Evangelical 
Churches. 

Prof.  Henri  Clavier,  National  Union  of  the  Reformed 
Evangelical  Churches  of  France. 

The  Rt.  Rev.  the  Bishop  of  Croydon,  Church  of  England. 
General-Superinitendent  D.  Dr.  Otto  Dibelius,  German 

Evangelical  Church. 

The  Rt.  Rev.  the  Bishop  of  Down,  Connor  and  Dromore,  Church 
of  Ireland. 

Rev.  Canon  T.  W.  E.  Drury,  Church  of  Ireland. 

Rev.  Prof.  Angus  Dun,  D.D.,  Protestant  Episcopal  Church, 
U.S.A. 

Rev.  James  W.  Falconer,  D.D.,  United  Church  of  Canada. 

Rev.  Dr.  R.  Newton  Flew,  Methodist  Church. 

The  Rt.  Rev.  the  Lord  Bishop  of  Gloucester,  Church  of  England. 
Rev.  E.  J.  Hagan,  O.B.E.,  B.A.,  Church  of  Scotland. 

Rev.  Prof.  R.  R.  Hartford,  Church  of  Ireland. 

Bishop  William  H.  Heard,  D.D.,  African  Methodist  Episcopal 
Church. 

Bishop  D.  Heckel,  German  Evangelical  Church. 

Prof.  D.  Dr.  Friedrich  Heiler,  Lutheran. 

Prof.  G.  D.  Henderson,  Church  of  Scotland. 
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Konsistorialrat  D.  Dr.  Hildt,  United  Evangelical  Church  of 
Poland. 

Bishop  D.  Dr.  Paul  Th.  Jenson,  Moravian  Church 
(Briidergemeinde). 

Miss  Eliza  H.  Kendrick,  General  Council  of  Congregational  and 
Christian  Churches. 

Oberkirchenrajt  Dr.  Krummacher,  German  Evangelical  Church. 

Bishop  Dr.  Adolf  Kiiry,  Old  Catholic  Church. 

Prof.  D.  August  Lang,  German  Evangelical  Church. 

Dr.  H.  S.  Leiper,  General  Council  of  Congregational  and 
Christian  Churches. 

Professor  Fernand  Menegoz,  Church  of  the  Confession  of 
Augsburg  (Alsace  and  Lorraine). 

Rev.  William  P.  Merrill,  D.D.,  Presbyterian  Church  in  the  U.S.A. 

Ven.  A.  E.  Monahan,  Church  in  Wales. 

Professor  Wilfred  Monod,  Reformed  Churches  of  France. 

Prof.  J.  Norregaard,  D.D.,  Church  of  Denmark. 

Rit.  Rev.  Bishop  John  L.  Nuelsen,  D.D.,  Methodist  Episcopal 
Church. 

The  Rt.  Rev.  the  Bishop  of  Ossory,  Church  of  Ireland. 

Rt.  Rev.  Bishop  E.  J.  Palmer,  Church  of  England. 

Rev.  William  Paton,  Presbyterian  Church  of  England. 

Prof.  Andre  Paul,  National  Union  of  ithe  Reformed  Evangelical 
Churches  of  France. 

Rev.  H.  W.  Rennison,  Church  of  Ireland. 

Pralat  D.  Schoell,  German  Evangelical  Church. 

Prof.  D.  Friedrich  Siegmund-Schultze,  German  Evangelical 
Church. 

Prof.  D.  Dr.  Wilhelm  Stahlin,  German  Evangelical  Church. 

Pastor  Louis  de  St.  Andre,  D.S.O.,  Reformed  Evangelical 
Church  of  France. 

Rev.  Dr.  F.  Luke  Wiseman,  Methodist  Church. 

General-Superintendent  i.R.  D.  Wilhelm  Zoellner,  German 
Evangelical  Church. 

Substitutes: 

Rev.  W.  H.  Dunphy,  Ph.D.,  Protestant  Episcopal  Church, 
U.S.A.,  representing  Clifford  P.  Morehouse. 

Rev.  Frederick  S.  Fleming,  D.D.,  Protestant  Episcopal  Church, 
U.S.A. 

Eric  Hayman,  Society  of  Friends,  representing  Carl  Heath. 

Rev.  Dr.  Edward  P.  Hardy,  Jr.,  Protestant  Episcopal  Church, 
U.S.A. 

Miss  Pauline  Johnson,  Protestant  Episcopal  Church,  U.S.A., 
representing  Miss  Charlotte  H.  Adams. 

Rev.  Daniel  A.  McGregor,  Protestant  Episcopal  Church,  U.S.A., 
representing  Rev.  Frank  Gavin. 

Rev.  Prof.  Otto  Piper,  German  Evangelical  Church. 

Rev.  Christopher  Storrs,  Church  of  England  in  Australia  and 
Tasmania,  representing  the  Bishop  of  Gippsland. 

Visitors: 

Vikar  Bachmann.  Miss  Cladwell.  Dr.  Schonfeld. 

Youth  Group: 

Rev.  F.  Winser  Bond,  Baptist. 

Rev.  D.  Cairns,  Church  of  Scotland. 

Rev.  Dr.  A.  van  der  Flier,  Holland. 

Pastor  Ingemar  Lindstam,  Sweden. 

Rev.  Denzil  Patrick,  Church  of  Scotland. 

Rev.  Oliver  Tomkins,  Church  of  England. 

Sam  Woods,  Church  of  England. 

Fraulein  Lie.  Elisabeth  Zinn,  German  Evangelical  Church. 
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OPENING  SESSION. 


Monday,  August  31st,  1936. 

After  a service  conducted  by  the  Archbishop  of  York  at 
8.15  p.m.,  the  Committee  assembled  at  8.45  p.m. 

The  Chairman  greeted  the  members  of  the  Committee  in 
a brief  opening  address  and  the  roll  of  those  present  was  called. 
Letters  of  regret  for  absence  were  presented  from  the  follow- 
ing:— Rev.  Dr.  Alfred  E.  Garvie  ( Vice-Chairmari)',  Rev. 
Robert  A.  Ashworth,  D.D.;  Rev.  Dr.  Henry  A.  Atkinson; 

G.  F.  Barbour,  Esq.,  D.Phil.;  His  Excellency  Baron  Harald 
de  Bildt;  Rev.  Edward  O.  Davies,  M.A.,  D.D.;  Rev.  Prof. 
E.  P.  Dickie;  Rev.  Horace  W.  B.  Donegan;  His  Grace  the 
Lord  Archbishop  of  Dublin;  Oberkirchenrat  Dr.  Friedrich 
Giesecke;  Carl  Heath;  The  Rt.  Rev.  the  Bishop  of  Honduras; 
Rev.  Lynn  Harold  Hough,  D.D.;  Rt.  Rev.  Bishop  Irenaus, 
D.D.;  Pastor  J.  Jezequel;  Rt.  Rev.  Bishop  Lehtonen;  Arch- 
deacon K.  E.  MacLean;  Rt.  Rev.  J.  O.  Nash,  D.D.;  President 
Albert  W.  Palmer,  D.D.,  LL.D.;  Prof.  D.  Dr.  Karl  Prohle; 
Rev.  Principal  William  Robinson;  Rev.  Edgar  F.  Romig, 
D.D.;  Superintendent  J.  W.  Ernst  Sommer;  The  Rt.  Rev.  the 
Bishop  of  Southampton;  Dean  W.  L.  Sperry;  Dr.  Theol. 

H. -D.  Wendland;  Rev.  Dr.  Luke  Wiseman;  The  Very  Rev. 
the  Dean  of  York;  Prof.  Stefan  Zankow;  Prof.  D.  Francis 
Zilka. 

The  Chairman  reported  the  deaths  of  the  following  mem- 
bers of  the  Committee,  and  those  present  stood  as  a mark  of 
respect: — The  Very  Rev.  Prof.  Hugh  R.  Mackintosh,  D.D., 
Church  of  Scotland;  Rev.  S.  Parkes  Cadman,  D.D.,  General 
Council  of  Congregational  and  Christian  Churches;  Rev.  J.  D. 
Evans,  M.A.  Presbyterian  Church  of  Wales. 

The  following  were  co-opted  to  membership  of  the  Com- 
mittee:— Rev.  Prof.  D.  M.  Baillie,  D.D.,  Church  of  Scotland; 
Prof.  Jean  D.  Benoit,  Reformed  Church  of  Alsace  and 
Lorraine;  Rev.  Prof.  Angus  Dun,  D.D.  Protestant  Episcopal 
Church,  U.S.A.;  Rev.  James  W.  Falconer,  D.D.,  United 
Church  of  Canada;  Rev.  E.  J.  Hagan,  O.B.E.,  B.A.,  Church 
of  Scotland;  Rev.  Prof.  R.  R.  Hartford,  B.D.,  Church  of 
Ireland;  Rev.  Prof.  G.  D.  Henderson,  Church  of  Scotland; 
Rev.  William  P.  Merrill,  D.D.,  Presbyterian  Church  in  the 
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U.S.A.;  The  Rt.  Rev.  the  Lord  Bishop  of  Ossory,  Church  of 
Ireland;  Prof.  D.Dr.  W.  Stahlin,  German  Evangelical  Church. 

In  the  name  of  the  Committee  the  Chairman  welcomed 
those  who  were  attending  as  substitutes  for  absent  members 
and  as  visitors. 

The  programme  for  the  meeting  submitted  by  the  Execu- 
tive Committee  was  received  and  adopted. 

The  Most  Rev.  Metropolitan  Germanos  then  closed  the 
session  with  prayer. 

On  the  following  days  opening  and  closing  prayers  were 
conducted  by  Dr.  William  P.  Merrill,  Dr.  Otto  Dibelius, 
Pralat  Schoell,  Pastor  Wilfred  Monod,  and  Prof.  Clavier. 
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BUSINESS  SESSIONS. 

Secretary’s  Report. 

The  Secretary  reported  that  87  Churches  had  now  ap- 
pointed 283  delegates  and  76  alternates  to  the  Edinburgh 
Conference.*  He  gave  an  account  of  the  pamphlets  which 
had  been  issued  during  the  past  year,  and  of  his  visit  to 
America  in  January-March,  1936.  He  then  described  the 
arrangements  which  were  being  made  for  the  accommodation 
of  the  Conference  at  Edinburgh  next  year. 

The  Report  was  received  with  the  thanks  of  the  Committee 
to  the  Secretary  for  the  work  he  had  done.  The  Committee 
also  expressed  its  appreciation  of  the  generous  provision 
which  was  being  made  for  the  accommodation  of  the  Confer- 
ence by  the  authorities  of  the  Church  of  Scotland  and  New 
College,  Edinburgh.  The  Committee  also  expressed  its 
appreciation  of  the  services  rendered  by  the  Associate 
Secretary  in  America,  the  Rev.  Floyd  W.  Tomkins. 

Arrangements  for  Edinburgh  Conference. 

A.  Representation  of  Churches. 

It  was  pointed  out  that  in  some  cases  the  rule  by  which 
the  maximum  number  of  delegates  allowed  to  any  church  is 
ten  would  result  in  church  unions  diminishing  the  numbers  of 
delegates  which  the  uniting  churches  would  have  been  entitled 
to  send. 

Resolution  passed. 

(1)  Where  a union  of  churches  has  been  effected  since  the 
appointment  of  delegates  by  the  several  uniting  churches,  all 
delegates  so  appointed  shall  be  received  as  members  of  the 
Conference. 

B.  Constitution  of  Conference. 

It  was  pointed  out  that  by  the  constitution  of  the  Move- 
ment full  membership  in  the  Conference  is  confined  to 
delegates  appointed  by  the  several  Churches  to  represent 
them. 

The  present  Continuation  Committee  was  appointed  by 
the  1927  (Lausanne)  World  Conference  to  carry  on  its  work 
and  make  preparations  for  the  calling  of  another  World 
Conference  when  it  should  think  fit.  On  the  assembling  of 


* As  the  list  of  appointments  is  now  published  separately  in  Pamphlet 
75  further  details  are  not  given  here. 


the  1937  World  Conference  the  1927  Continuation  Committee, 
together  with  its  Executive,  Finance,  and  other  Committees, 
will  automatically  cease  to  exist. 

These  things  being  so,  it  will  be  necessary  (i)  to  define  the 
status  of  those  who  may  be  present  at  the  Edinburgh  Confer- 
ence without  having  been  appointed  by  Churches  as  their 
delegates  to  it,  and  (ii)  to  provide  for  the  appointment  of  a 
temporary  Business  Committee,  and  any  other  temporary 
committees  which  may  be  required  by  the  Conference  to  hold 
office  during  its  sessions.  The  Conference  will  then  be  free 
at  its  closing  session  to  decide  what  steps  it  wishes  to  take  to 
provide  for  the  subsequent  carrying  on  of  the  work  of  the 
Movement. 

Resolutions  passed. 

(2)  The  following  persons  shall  be  admitted  to  all  sessions, 
whether  full  or  sectional,  of  the  1937  World  Conference,  and 
shall  be  entitled  to  speak  in  the  discussions,  but  shall  not  be 
entitled  to  vote  and  shall  not  be  eligible  for  appointment  as 
chairmen  or  vice-chairmen  of  sections  or  sub-sections : — 

(a)  Members  of  the  1927  Continuation  Committee  who 
have  not  been  re-appointed  by  their  Churches  as  delegates  for 
1937; 

(b)  Collaborators  in  the  work  of  the  preparatory  com- 
missions nominated  by  the  Chairmen  of  the  Commissions. 

Note. — The  restrictions  in  this  paragraph  shall  not  apply 
to  any  member  of  the  1927  Continuation  Committee  who  has 
not  been  re-appointed  by  his  Church  as  a delegate  for  1937, 
if  the  Church  to  which  he  belongs  shall  re-affirm  its  authorisa- 
tion to  him  to  speak  and  act  as  though  he  were  a delegate. 

(3)  The  following  persons  shall  be  entitled  to  attend  all 
sessions,  whether  full  or  sectional,  but  shall  not  be  entitled 
either  to  speak  or  vote : — 

(a)  Alternates  appointed  by  the  Churches. 

(b)  Members  of  the  Youth  Group. 

(4)  The  full  sessions,  unless  otherwise  determined  by  the 
Conference  itself,  shall  be  open  to  the  public,  but  only  full 
members  of  the  Conference  and  those  admitted  under  the 
terms  of  Resolution  2 above  shall  take  part  in  the  proceedings. 

(5)  That  the  Executive  Committee  be  instructed  to  make 
nominations  for  appointment  to  the  temporary  Business  and 
other  necessary  committees  to  hold  office  during  the  period  of 
the  Edinburgh  Conference,  such  nominations  to  be  presented 
to  the  Conference  for  its  approval  at  its  opening  session.  The 
persons  proposed  for  membership  of  these  committees  shall  be 
full  members  of  the  Conference,  but  the  Conference  shall  be 
recommended  to  empower  each  committee  to  co-opt  members 
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who  need  not  be  subject  to  this  restriction,  the  number  of 
such  co-opted  members  in  each  case  not  exceeding  one  quarter 
of  the  total  membership  of  the  committee. 

C . Subdivision  of  Conference. 

(6)  That  the  Executive  Committee  be  instructed  to  arrange 
for  the  division  of  the  members  of  the  Edinburgh  Conference 
into  its  four  sections,  and  to  be  prepared  at  the  opening  session 
*o  present  for  the  approval  of  the  Conference  a list  of  its 
members  so  divided. 

(7)  That  the  Conference  be  recommended  to  order  that 
the  further  division  of  the  sections  into  sub-sections  be  left  to 
the  discretion  of  the  sections  themselves. 

(8)  That  the  Conference  be  recommended  to  appoint  for 
each  of  its  four  sections  a chairman  and  a vice-chairman  and 
to  suggest  names  for  appointment  as  chairmen  of  sub-sections, 
iif  required;  and  that  the  Executive  Committee  be  instructed 
to  make  recommendations  to  the  Conference  with  a view  to 
these  appointments. 

D.  Conduct  of  Devotions . 

The  Committee  had  before  it  (i)  the  following  resolution 
sent  in  by  the  French  Comite  des  Amis  dti  Mouvement  de 
Lausanne'.  “ If  it  be  found  impossible  for  the  Conference  to 
hold  officially  a united  service  of  Holy  Communion  for  all  its 
members,  it  is  nevertheless  hoped  that  our  hosts  of  the  Church 
oof  Scotland  will  see  their  way  to  the  organising,  if  possible  at 
St.  Giles’  Cathedral,  of  a solemn  service  of  humiliation,  inter- 
cession and  dedication,  with  celebration  of  the  Holy  Com- 
munion, to  which  all  those  will  be  welcomed  whose  presence 
at  such  a service  is  compatible  with  the  rules  established  in 
.their  several  churches.  This  service  should  not  be  mentioned 
on  the  official  programme  of  the  Conference.” 

(ii)  The  following  statement  approved  by  the  Executive 
'Committee  at  its  meeting  in  May,  1936:  ” With  regard  to  the 
question  of  the  possibility  of  holding  a united  service  of  Holy 
‘Communion,  it  was  pointed  out  that  while  some  of  the 
churches  sending  delegates  to  the  Conference  regard  inter- 
communion as  a means  towards  closer  union  and  the  right 
expression  of  unity  already  existent,  others  hold  that  it  is  the 
goal  of  all  movements  towards  union  and  cannot  rightly  be 
practised  except  by  members  of  churches  officially  in  com- 
munion with  one  another.  The  holding  of  such  a service  as 
.an  official  act  of  the  Conference  would  make  it  difficult  for 
these  latter  churches  to  continue  to  take  part  in  the  work  of 
the  Movement,  and  would  be  regarded  by  them  as  inconsistent 
with  the  understanding  on  which  they  had  accepted  the  invita- 
tion to  send  delegates  to  the  Conference.” 
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Resolutions  passed. 

(9)  That  permission  be  sought  to  hold  the  opening  service1 
on  August  3rd  and  the  opening  devotions  on  certain  other  days 
in  St.  Giles’  Cathedral. 

(10)  That  on  days  on  which  the  Conference  is  to  meet  in- 
full  session  the  opening  devotions  be  held  in  the  Assembly 
Hall  and  be  of  the  same  order  as  those  used  at  Lausanne  in- 
1927. 

(11)  That  on  days  on  which  the  Conference  is  to  meet  in 
sections  permission  be  sought  for  the  opening  devotions  to  be- 
held at  St.  Giles’  Cathedral  and  that  the  order  of  service  on- 
each  such  day  might  be  that  customary  in  the  church  to  which 
belongs  the  member  entrusted  with  its  conduct. 

(12)  That  no  special  services  be  arranged  for  Sunday- 
mornings,  in  order  that  the  members  of  the  Conference  may 
be  able  to  join  in  the  regular  worship  of  the  churches  of 
Edinburgh. 

(13)  That  the  Conference  itself  be  not  responsible  for  the 
holding  of  any  service  of  Holy  Communion,  but  that  the- 
different  churches  represented  at  the  Conference  be  asked  to* 
arrange  for  the  holding  of  such  services  as  they  think  best, 
at  which  services  invitations  to  members  of  other  churches  to- 
receive  communion  may  be  given  and  accepted  in  accordance- 
with  the  principles  of  the  church  responsible  for  each  service 
and  the  rules  of  the  several  churches  to  which  the  members 
of  the  Conference  belong. 

(14)  That  a committee  consisting  of  Dean  Sperry,  Dean 
Bate  and  Dean  Brilioth  be  appointed  to  make  arrangements; 
in  detail  for  the  conduct  of  devotions  on  the  lines  set  forth, 
in  the  preceding  resolutions. 

(15)  That  the  resolution  of  the  French  Comite  des  Amis' 
du  Mouvement  de  Lausanne  concerning  the  holding  of  a 
service  of  Holy  Communion  at  Edinburgh  be  printed  in  the 
record  of  the  meeting  and  that  the  Secretary  be  instructed  to- 
forward  it  to  the  Dean  of  St.  Giles’  Cathedral. 

E.  Arrangements  for  Particular  Sessions. 

The  Committee  had  before  it  the  following  resolution 
from  the  Comite  des  Amis  du  Mouvement  de  Lausanne'. 

" That  ‘ the  Message  of  the  Church  to  the  World : the  Gospel," 
being  the  Report  of  Section  II  of  the  1927  Lausanne  Confer- 
ence, be  solemnly  read  at  the  opening  of  the  second  World 
Conference  in  Edinburgh.” 

Resolutions  passed. 

(16)  That  the  Resolution  of  the  Comite  des  Amis  du 
Mouvement  de  Lausanne  concerning  the  reading  of  the 
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Report  of  Section  II  of  the  Lausanne  Conference  at  the  open- 
ing session  of  the  Edinburgh  Conference  be  approved  and  that 
the  Executive  Committee  be  instructed  to  arrange  for  this 
Message  to  be  read  at  the  io  a.m.  opening  service  on  Tuesday, 
August  3rd,  1937 , the  Message  to  be  read  in  one  language,  but 
printed  in  English,  French  and  German. 

(17)  That  a Committee  consisting  of  Dr.  Deissmann,  Mr. 
Paton  and  Dr.  Leiper  be  appointed  to  prepare  the  opening 
statement  on  the  Church’s  Witness  in  the  World  To-day  to  be 
read  at  the  meeting  on  the  afternoon  of  Tuesday,  August  3rd. 

Early  in  the  proceedings  a Committee  consisting  of 
Archbishop  Germanos,  Dr.  William  Adams  Brown,  Dr.  Flew 
and  Mr.  Hayman  was  appointed  to  make  recommendations 
with  reference  to  the  two  Sunday  evening  meetings.  Later 
this  Committee  presented  its  report. 

(18)  That  the  report  of  the  special  Committee  appointed 
to  make  arrangements  for  the  two  Sunday  evening  meetings 
be  received  and  adopted  and  that  the  Executive  Committee 
be  instructed  to  arrange  for  four  addresses  of  not  more  than 
fifteen  minutes  each  to  be  given  on  each  Sunday  evening, 
those  on  August  8th  to  be  given  by  one  representative  each 
of  the  Orthodox,  Reformed,  Independent  and  Methodist 
traditions,  and  those  on  August  15th  by  representatives  of 
Anglicanism,  Lutheranism,  the  Society  of  Friends  and  the 
mission  field.  Each  meeting  should  close  with  an  act  of  praise 
and  prayer  conducted  by  the  chairman. 

(19)  That  the  same  special  Committee  be  requested  to 
remain  in  existence  and  to  make  recommendations  to  the 
Executive  Committee  in  time  for  its  meeting  in  February  with 
regard  to  the  names  of  actual  speakers  to  be  invited  to  give 
these  addresses. 

(20)  That  the  Programme  for  the  Edinburgh  Conference 
approved  by  the  Committee  at  Hindsgaul  in  1935  be  amended 
so  that  the  afternoon  session  on  Tuesday,  August  3rd,  shall 
take  place  at  5.0  p.m.  and  those  on  succeeding  afternoons  at 
4.30  p.m. 

F.  Preparation  of  Material  for  Discussion. 

In  the  record  of  the  Conference  sessions  will  be  found  an 
account  of  the  present  stage  of  the  work  of  the  Commissions. 
The  attention  of  the  Committee  was  called  by  Dr.  Zoellner 
to  the  danger  of  confusion  being  caused  by  overlapping  be- 
tween their  reports,  and  Fr.  Bulgakoff  expressed  anxiety  lest 
the  doctrine  of  the  Blessed  Virgin  Mary  should  not  receive 
the  attention  which  he  had  understood  to  have  been  secured 
to  it  at  the  Hertenstein  meeting. 
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In  discussion  it  became  clear  that  there  was  not  time  for 
any  of  the  Commissions  to  undertake  to  give  this  subject  the 
special  treatment  desired  by  Fr.  Bulgakoff,  and  the  Committee 
asked  Archdeacon  Monahan  if  he  would  be  willing  to  arrange 
for  the  preparation  and  publication  of  a booklet  on  the  subject 
for  the  use  of  the  Conference. 

Resolutions  passed. 

(21)  That  the  Executive  Committee  be  instructed  to  give 
careful  consideration  to  the  avoidance  of  parallel  treatment  of 
identical  subjects  in  the  Conference  in  such  a way  as  may  lead 
fo  confusion. 

(22)  That  the  Committee  gratefully  accept  Archdeacon 
Monahan’s  willingness  to  comply  with  its  request  to  arrange 
for  the  publication  of  a booklet  on  the  position  of  the  Blessed 
Virgin  in  various  churches  and  to  provide  copies  for  the  use 
of  the  Edinburgh  Conference,  it  being  understood  that  this 
booklet  will  not  be  an  official  publication  of  the  Movement, 
but  one  prepared  on  its  behalf  by  the  Archdeacon  and  issued 
under  his  name. 


Finance  and  Organisation. 
Treasurer' s Report. 


The  Treasurer’s  Report  for  the  year  ending  April  30th, 
1936,  was  presented  by  Mr.  Tomkins  on  behalf  of  the  Finance 
Committee.  The  Report  is  printed  separately.  He  also 
reported  that  the  following  contributions  from  churches  had 
been  received  since  April  30th  in  the  New  York  and  London 


offices  respectively. 

New  York  Office  : $ 

Society  of  Friends,  Philadelphia  Yearly  Meeting  ...  ...  50.00 

Church  of  Sweden  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  204.60 

Methodist  Episcopal  Church,  U.S.A.  ...  ...  ...  25.00 

Presbyterian  Church  in  U.S.A.  ...  ...  ...  ...  750.00 

Presbyterian  Church  in  U.S.A.,  for  Edinburgh  ...  ...  750.00 

Old  Catholic  Churches,  Europe  ...  ...  ...  ...  40.00 

African  Methodist  Episcopal  Church,  U.S.A.  ...  ...  25.00 

Protestant  Episcopal  Church,  U.S.A.  ...  ...  ...  500.00 


London  Office: 

Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  in  Denmark 
Diocesan  Synod  of  Barbados 
Protestant  Churches  of  Portugal  ... 

Baptist  Union  of  England  and  Wales 
The  Church  in  Wales  ... 

Union  national  des  Eglises  Reformees,  France 


$2344.60 

£ 

s. 

d. 

4 

9 

3 

2 

10 

0 

1 

0 

0 

10 

0 

0 

15 

0 

0 

3 

10 

0 

& 

9 

3 
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Budget. 


Canon  Tatlow  proposed  the  following  budget  approved 
by  the  Finance  Committee  for  the  year  May  ist,  1936 — April, 
30th,  1937. 


Estimated  Income. 


Contributions  from  Churches : to  London 

to  New  York  ... 

Gifts  from  Individuals : to  London 

to  New  York  ... 


£ 

550 

900 

300 

2245 


£3995 


Expenditure. 


Theological  Secretary 
Office  at  Winchester: 

Office  Secretary  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  250 

Clerks  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  250 

Office  equipment  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  100 

Rent  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  20 

Printing  and  Postage  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  200 

Travelling  expenses  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  100 

Insurance,  light,  heat,  etc.  ...  ...  ...  ...  50 


American  Office : 

Associate  Secretary 
Clerical  Assistance 
Postage  and  Telegrams 
Printing  and  supplies 
Travelling  expenses  . . . 


Committees : 

Continuation  Committee  ...  ...  ...  ...  150 

Executive  Committee  ...  ...  ...  ...  125 

Co-operation  with  other  Movements*  ... 

European  Treasurer,  expenses 

“ Churches  in  Action  " and  International  Christian 
Press  and  Information  Service 
Special  expenditures  preliminary  to  the  Edinburgh 


Conference : 

Travelling  Secretary  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  300 

Theological  Commissions : 

Europe  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  250 

America  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  160 

Printing  reports  of  the  four  Commissions  in  Eng- 
lish, French  and  German  780 


180 

140 

40 

100 

200 


£ 

400 


970 


660 


275 

150 

25 

25 


1490 


£3995 


* This  item  is  intended  to  provide  for  necessary  expenses  of 
representatives  of  Faith  and  Order  in  co-operating  with  the  Con- 
sultative Group,  International  Youth  Conference  Committee,  etc. 
For  lack  of  information  of  what  was  required  it  was  not  approved  by 
the  Finance  Committee,  but  left  to  the  judgment  of  the  Continuation 
Committee. 
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Executive  Committee. 

The  following  were  elected  to  serve  on  the  Executive 
Committee  during  the  coming  year : — 

Rt.  Rev.  Irenaus,  Bishop  of  Novi  Sad. 

Rev.  Dr.  William  Adams  Brown. 

Very  Rev.  Y.  T.  Brilioth,  D.D. 

Very  Rev.  H.  N.  Bate. 

Prof.  D.  Hermann  Sasse. 

George  F.  Barbour,  D.Phil. 

Dr.  Visser  ’t  Hooft. 

Secretariat. 

It  was  reported  that  the  Executive  Committee  had  ap- 
pointed Miss  J.  Dundas  as  Office  Secretary  and  Professor 
Clavier  as  Travelling  Secretary.  The  Chairman  explained 
that  Professor  Clavier  would  be  able  to  make  at  least  two 
journeys,  visiting  churches  in  Eastern  Europe,  during  the 
coming  year,  and  the  Committee  expressed  its  satisfaction  at 
having  been  able  to  secure  the  services  of  so  valuable  a repre- 
sentative for  this  purpose. 

Resolutions  passed. 

(23)  That  the  Treasurer’s  Report  be  adopted. 

(24)  That  the  thanks  of  the  Committee  be  tendered  to  the 
United  States  Trust  Company  for  their  continued  services 
during  the  last  year. 

(25)  That  the  budget  presented  by  the  Finance  Committee 
for  the  year  May  1st,  1936,  to  April  30th,  1937,  be  approved. 

(26)  That  while  the  general  control  of  the  financial 
administration  of  the  Movement  shall  remain  as  at  present  in 
the  hands  of  the  Treasurer  and  the  Finance  Committee,  the 
Acting  Treasurer  in  Europe,  Canon  Tatlow,  be  appointed 
Financial  Secretary  for  the  Edinburgh  Conference. 

(27)  That  the  Finance  Committee  be  asked  to  make  pro- 
vision out  of  money  raised  in  America  for  all  work  done  in 
that  continent  in  preparation  for  the  Edinburgh  Conference, 
and  to  remit  to  Canon  Tatlow  such  sums  as  it  shall  be  able 
to  afford  for  him  to  administer  in  accordance  with  the  above 
resolution. 

(28)  That  the  Theological  and  General  Secretary  be 
responsible  to  the  Financial  Secretary  for  all  expenditure 
incurred  by  him  on  behalf  of  the  Edinburgh  Conference. 


Co-operation  with  Other  Movements. 

The  Committee  had  before  it  (i)  the  report  of  a meeting 
of  officials  of  various  movements  held  at  Princeton,  New 
Jersey,  U.S.A.,  in  December,  1935;  (ii)  a number  of  resolu- 
tions recently  passed  by  the  Universal  Christian  Council  for 
Life  and  Work  at  its  meeting  at  Chamby;  and  (iii)  a resolution 
sent  in  by  the  French  Comite  des  Amis  du  Mouvement  de 
Lausanne. 

Considerable  discussion  took  place  on  the  questions  raised 
by  these  reports  and  resolutions  in  which  spoke  Dr.  William 
Adams  Brown,  Dean  Brilioth,  Dr.  Otto  Dibelius,  Bishop 
Heckel,  Mr.  Paton,  Pastor  Merle  d’Aubigne,  Bishop  Palmer, 
Mr.  Tomkins,  Archdeacon  Monahan,  Dr.  Leiper,  Dr.  Zoellner 
and  Dr.  Schonfeld. 

Resolutions  passed. 

(29)  That  the  Committee  would  welcome  the  constitution 
of  a Consultative  Group  composed  of  members  representing 
the  World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order,  the  Universal 
Christian  Council  for  Life  and  Work,  the  World  Alliance  for 
promoting  International  Friendship  through  the  Churches, 
the  International  Missionary  Council  and  the  World  Student 
Christian  Federation,  requests  its  Chairman  to  take  steps  to 
arrange  for  the  meeting  of  this  Group,  and  authorises  the 
Chairman  and  Secretary  to  arrange  for  the  Faith  and  Order 
Movement  to  be  represented  on  it  by  themselves  or  other 
officers  of  the  Movement. 

(30)  (i)  That  the  question  of  starting  an  oecumenical 
journal  be  referred  to  this  Consultative  Group  with  a request 
that  special  attention  be  given  to  it  in  the  near  future  and  that 
steps  be  taken  to  prepare  for  presentation  to  the  Oxford  and 
Edinburgh  Conferences  in  1937  a definite  scheme  showing  the 
type  of  journal  desired,  the  staff  necessary  for  conducting  it, 
the  amount  of  capital  required  to  found  it,  and  the  probable 
cost  of  maintenance. 

(ii)  That  the  Secretary  be  instructed  to  give  special  atten- 
tion to  the  opportunities  provided  by  the  Churches  in  Action* 
to  meet  the  needs  of  the  immediate  future. 

(31)  That  the  Continuation  Committee  of  the  World  Con- 
ference on  Faith  and  Order  agrees  in  recommending : 


* Published  (in  English,  French  and  German  editions)  at  41,  Avenue 
de  Champel,  Geneva.  Subscription  price,  2 Swiss  francs  a year. 
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(i)  The  appointment  of  a Committee  to  review  the  work 
of  oecumenical  co-operation  since  the  Stockholm  and  Lausanne 
Conference,  and  to  report  to  the  Oxford  and  Edinburgh  Con- 
ferences regarding  the  future  of  the  oecumenical  movement. 

(ii)  That  the  Committee  be  composed  of  30  members,  of 
whom  it  is  recommended  that  20  would  be  chosen  as  occupy- 
ing positions  of  ecclesiastical  responsibility  in  the  different 
Churches,  5 as  representing  the  point  of  view  of  laymen, 
women  and  youth,  and  5 from  among  the  officers  of  the 
oecumenical  movements  who  would  bring  to  the  deliberations 
of  the  Committee  their  experience  of  the  actual  working  of 
these  movements. 

(iii)  That  the  members  of  the  Committee  be  nominated 
by  the  proposed  Consultative  Group,  in  consultation  with  the 
Committees  of  the  cecumenical  movements  and  with  the 
Churches. 

Note.  The  Continuation  Committee  of  Faith  and 
Order,  in  joining  with  the  other  oecumenical  organisations  in 
appointing  this  Committee  of  Thirty,  would  point  out  that  the 
Faith  and  Order  Continuation  Committee  comes  to  an  end  with 
the  assembly  of  the  Edinburgh  Conference,  and  that  the  future 
of  the  Movement  rests  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  officially 
appointed  representatives  of  the  Churches  there  assembled. 

(32)  That  the  following  resolution  passed  by  the  French 
Comite  des  Amis  du  Mouvement  de  Lausanne  be  received 
and  transmitted  to  the  Consultative  Group  for  its  considera- 
tion: “ The  Committee  of  the  Friends  of  the  Lausanne 
Movement  (the  French  Section  of  the  World  Conference  on 
Faith  and  Order),  having  taken  into  consideration  the  proposal 
made  by  Professors  Menegoz  and  de  Felice,  asks  the  Continua- 
tion Committee  whether  it  will  not  be  possible,  on  the  basis 
of  the  Declaration  on  the  Koinonia  ton  Ekklesion  which  it  is 
hoped  will  be  approved  by  the  World  Conference  in  1927,  to 
establish  a permanent  oecumenical  council  which  will  represent 
the  great  Christian  communities,  embody  the  spiritual  unity 
already  arrived  at,  and  by  its  existence  proclaim  to  the  world 
our  unswerving  fidelity  to  the  living  and  eternal  Christ.” 
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CONFERENCE  SESSIONS. 


I 

Discussion  of  Interim  Report  of  Commission  II 
on  the  Church  of  Christ  and  the  Word  of  God. 

Dr.  Zoellner  introduced  the  Report  with  a brief  review 
of  the  history  of  the  Commission.  A great  deal  of  material 
had  been  contributed  by  a number  of  theologians,  and  the 
task  of  clarification  and  editing  required  to  make  it  intelligible 
to  the  Edinburgh  Conference  had  been  no  light  one.  In  July 
a small  group  had  met  for  two  days  at  Dusseldorf,  and  the 
present  Report  was  based  on  their  deliberations.  The  arrange- 
ment of  the  material  was  to  group  it  all  round  the  idea  of 
Revelation,  and  if  the  Report  should  at  first  sight  appear  to 
some  as  over-theological,  he  would  ask  them  to  realise  that 
the  aim  throughout  had  been  to  express  and  relate  the  various 
types  of  actual  Christian  life  which  together  make  up  the 
Una  Sancta. 

Professor  Stahlin  wished  to  interpret  the  Report  in  the 
light  of  a longer  memorandum  as  yet  unprinted.  Their 
method  in  the  Commission  had  been  to  take  nothing  for 
granted.  They  had  begun  by  preparing  five  pages  of  possible 
questions  on  the  subject  out  of  which  their  aim  was  to  select 
those  which  were  fundamental  and  relevant  to  the  purpose  of 
the  Movement  and  needed  to  be  discussed  at  Edinburgh. 

They  were  all  agreed  that  no  distinction  should  be  made 
between  churches  of  the  Word  and  churches  of  the  Sacraments. 
Word  and  Sacrament  are  themselves  so  closely  interconnected 
that  the  life  of  the  Church  must  be  founded  on  both  at  once; 
the  same  deep  mystery  lay  behind  both.  But  in  our  investi- 
gation of  the  Christian  life  we  can  approach  the  subject  from 
either  side. 

Their  approach  had  been  to  take  the  Word  of  God  as  the 
basis  of  the  Church,  and  quite  early  they  came  on  a funda- 
mental distinction  between  different  meanings  of  the  phrase 
“ the  Word  of  God.”  In  the  old  Reformed  theology  it  meant 
Revelation  in  its  general  sense.  But  it  was  also  used  for  the 
Word  which  in  human  language  plays  a decisive  part  in  the 
life  of  the  Church,  and  that  in  three  forms,  (i)  in  Scripture, 
(ii)  in  the  confessions,  and  (iii)  in  the  preaching  of  the  living 
Word  (Luther’s  viva  vox).  All  these  are  embodiments  of  the 
Word,  whence  arises  the  problem  of  the  relation  between 
Scripture  and  Tradition,  for  the  exegesis  of  Scripture  always 
lies  against  the  background  of  tradition  and  is  influenced  by 
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it.  Some  churches  were  more  concerned  that  their  doctrine 
should  be  fully  expressed  in  their  confessions , while  others 
(e.g.,  the  Orthodox)  would  appeal  to  liturgical  tradition. 

It  might  be  asked  why  this  Commission  had  gone  on  to 
study  the  subject  of  the  Ministry,  which  was  studied  by  Com- 
mission III.  It  was  because  they  approached  the  subject  from 
that  point  of  view  which  regards  the  ministers  as  bearers  of 
revelation — a point  of  view  deeply  rooted  in  an  old  established 
theological  tradition.  The  Word  which  is  Revelation  can  only 
be  made  effective  if  vitalised  by  the  Word  which  is  the  living 
voice.  It  is  a common  mistake  to  limit  this  conception  to 
preaching,  whereas  conduct  of  worship,  pastoral  work,  etc., 
are  all  ways  of  translating  the  living  Word  of  God  into  the 
understanding  of  man. 

Then  they  came  to  their  third  heading:  “ The  Word  of 
God  and  the  Churches,  ' ’ and  found  that  there  was  a real  con- 
tribution to  be  made  by  approaching  “ The  Churches  " from 
the  point  of  view  of  the  Word  of  God.  He  would  mention 
two  points,  (i)  The  existing  differences  between  churches  rest 
in  part  on  an  honest  misunderstanding  of  what  “ the  Word  of 
God  " means  in  its  central  sense.  The  main  question  is  not 
how  far  we  can  overcome  differences  and  come  to  one  mind, 
but  how  far  it  is  part  of  God's  providential  ordering  that  we 
should  acknowledge  as  the  mark  of  our  human  finitude  the 
fact  that  we  can  only  interpret  the  central  truth  from  different 
sides,  (ii)  These  differences  largely  come  from  the  fact  that 
the  Word  of  God  has  to  reach  us  in  human  language,  and  in 
different  languages  which  come  to  us  instinct  with  all  the 
associations  of  different  cultural  traditions.  We  find  mutual 
understanding  difficult  because  our  languages  witness  to  long 
historical  traditions  of  different  cultures.  We  have  to  consider 
how  to  get  behind  this  barrier,  and  here  we  have  a task  which 
is  going  to  take  much  longer  than  from  now  to  Edinburgh.  It 
is  no  good  trying  to  save  time  by  ignoring  these  difficulties; 
we  must  lovingly,  fairly  and  patiently  think  our  way  through 
them. 

Professor  Menegoz  saw  in  the  Commission's  formula- 
tion of  its  theme  a growth  in  precision  of  thought  on  the  subject 
which  marked  an  advance  from  the  discussion  at  Hertenstein 
in  1934.  But  the  phrase  “ the  Word  of  God  " was  a source 
of  confusion;  it  had  changed  its  meaning  in  the  course  of 
history  and  had  become  for  many  Protestants  a ‘ ‘ comfortable 
Word,"  and  thus  a danger  to  clear  thought.  Now  the  funda- 
mental thing  in  our  Movement  is  the  life  of  faith  in  the  Living 
Christ,  through  which  we  have  a new  realisation  of  the 
experience  of  primitive  Christianity.  If  the  one  Living  Christ 
be  the  object  of  our  faith  there  is  freedom  for  personal  inter- 
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pretations.  He  would  suggest  the  substitution  of  “ the  Living 
Christ  ” for  “ the  Word  of  God  ” in  the  Commission’s  Report. 
This  would  make  clear  what  unites  all  churches,  avoid  all 
danger  of  separating  churches  of  the  Word  from  churches  of 
the  Sacraments,  and  be  more  positive  than  the  negative 
“ mystery.” 

Professor  Lang  said  he  had  worked  carefully  through 
the  Report  and  felt  that  it  was  well  worthy  to  be  laid  before 
the  Edinburgh  Conference.  At  Hertenstein  in  1934  it  had 
been  agreed  that  our  task  is  to  continue  forward  from 
Lausanne  in  the  light  of  the  present  day  situation.  As  Pro- 
fessor Stahlin  had  said,  this  would  require  a patient  study  of 
language,  which  might  be  a difficult  and  delicate  matter  in 
the  sphere  of  what  may  be  called  “ holy  language.”  Still, 
the  attempt  must  be  made.  In  particular,  he  would  urge  that 
in  the  section  on  Grace  at  Edinburgh  the  questions  of  sin  and 
original  sin  must  be  worked  out  more  clearly  in  view  of  the 
present  day  attitude  to  these  conceptions. 

Dr.  Zoellner  said  that  in  reply  to  Prof.  Menegoz’  sug- 
gested change  of  phrase  he  must  refer  to  a matter  of  vital 
importance  in  Germany  to-day.  It  is  true  that  the  centre  of 
all  our  work  is  Christ,  the  Word  incarnate,  crucified,  risen  and 
living.  But  it  is  important  to  remember  that  “ the  Word  of 
God  ” means  the  Word  of  the  Apostles  laid  down  in  docu- 
mentary form  in  the  Bible  and  the  Confessions.  It  is 
important  to  emphasise  this  Word  because  in  Germany  to-day 
there  are  ways  of  presenting  “ the  Living  Christ  ” divorced 
from  the  Bible  so  as  only  too  easily  to  become  a mythos. 
“ The  Living  Christ  ” becomes  a living  idea , and  then  be- 
comes unmasked  as  something  else,  for  example  the  nation, 
while  the  poor  Rabbi  Jesus  is  put  aside.  To  avoid  this  danger 
we  must  assert  the  Living  Christ  as  He  has  revealed  Himself 
in  Scripture  and  the  Confessions  of  the  Church.  We  must 
keep  the  title  “ the  Word  of  God  ” to  avoid  the  danger  of 
substituting  myth  for  revelation. 

Professor  Stahlin  said  it  had  been  stated  that  their 
Commission  was  appointed  in  order  to  ensure  at  Edinburgh 
the  expression  of  the  continental  European  point  of  view.  But 
surely  their  aim  should  not  be  to  express  any  point  of  view. 
They  should  aim  at  objectivity  in  the  spirit  of  those  searching 
for  truth.  The  experience  through  which  the  Churches  in 
Germany  had  been  going  made  it  clear  that  the  attack  by 
paganism  found  its  chief  ally  in  the  lack  of  clear  intelligent 
thinking.  Too  little  attention  had  been  paid  to  this.  Truths 
which  in  the  past  had  been  taught  in  Luther’s  Little  Cate- 
chism had  passed  completely  out  of  the  minds  of  many  of  the 
present  generation.  But  in  these  days  people  who  now  will 
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not  go  to  prayer  meetings  will  give  time  to  honest  study  of 
the  fundamental  convictions  of  the  Christian  faith.  In  their 
tradition  of  Western  Christianity  “ the  Word  of  God  ” was  a 
phrase  irrevocably  enshrined.  It  might  be  often  confused  and 
misunderstood.  But  the  way  out  is  not  to  discard  the  great 
old  words,  but  to  think  out  what  they  really  mean. 

He  had  been  criticised  for  not  referring  explicitly  in  his 
earlier  speech  to  Christ  as  the  living  Word  of  God.  He  had 
only  omitted  to  do  so  because  this  was  so  central  that  he 
thought  it  could  be  taken  for  granted.  The  one  Living  Word 
is  Jesus  Christ  Himself,  incarnate,  crucified,  risen,  the  object 
of  our  faith.  But  because,  as  Dr.  Zoellner  has  shown,  the 
phrase  ‘ f the  Living  Christ  * ' can  be  used  in  a misleading  sense 
we  must  have  the  Living  Christ  together  with  the  written  record 
of  historical  fact  as  our  defence  against  unchristian  uses  of 
it.  We  are  now  learning  in  Germany  why  Luther  was  so 
violently  opposed  to  the  “ enthusiasm  ” ( Schwarmerei)  of 
his  day. 

The  written  and  the  spoken  Words  are  part  of  the  one 
.great  fact.  In  God's  providence  the  use  of  our  imperfect 
human  language  is  part  of  the  incarnation  itself.  Christ  uses 
the  weakness  of  human  speech  in  which  to  preserve  for  us  the 
great  revelation.  So  patient  and  intensive  study  will  at  last 
bring  its  great  reward : our  weak  and  human  language  may  be 
used  by  God  to  give  us  the  great  gift  of  Himself. 

The  Chairman  expressed  the  hearty  thanks  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  Dr.  Zoellner  and  his  colleagues,  emphasising  the 
special  debt  of  gratitude  due  to  Dr.  Zoellner  for  his  care 
for  the  work  while  he  was  carrying  so  heavy  a burden  of 
responsibility  in  Germany. 


^ Discussion  of  Interim  Report  of  Commission  III 
on  the  Ministry  and  Sacraments. 

The  Committee  had  before  it,  in  English  only,  a proof 
copy  of  the  Report  of  Commission  III.* 

The  Bishop  of  Gloucester,  in  opening  the  discussion, 
explained  how  a small,  but  widely  representative  Committee 
had  met  at  Gloucester  from  August  4th  to  14th  and  produced 
the  Report  on  the  basis  of  the  papers  contributed  by  the  wider 

* The  Report  will  be  made  available  for  circulation  in  English,  French 
and  German  as  soon  as  possible  after  its  revision. 


20 


circle  of  writers.  He  felt  that  they  had  been  able  to  reach 
a greater  measure  of  agreement  than  they  had  dared  to  hope 
— but  perhaps  that  was  because  they  had  confined  themselves  ? 
to  the  religious  aspect  of  the  subject  without  attacking  ques- 
tions of  what  might  be  called  “ exact  theology.” 

They  had  taken  full  cognisance  of  the  study  of  Biblical 
criticism,  and  had  arrived  at  a large  measure  of  agreement 
as  to  the  biblical  basis  of  the  sacraments  and  the  rela- 
tion between  the  Bible  and  Tradition.  On  the  Nature  of 
sacraments  there  had  been  greater  agreement  than  was  ex- 
pected. It  appeared  that  on  the  Protestant  side  there  was 
deep  sacramental  belief  combined  with  fear  of  doctrines  which 
the  contributions  referred  to  on  pp.  24  ff.  of  the  Report  showed 
to  be  misinterpretations  of  Catholic  or  Orthodox  theology. 
Agreement  on  the  four  main  points  (1)  It  is  our  Lord  Jesus  ^ 
Christ  v/ho  accomplishes  every  Sacrament,  and  the  action  of 
the  ministers  of  the  Church  is  only  instrumental;  (2)  God  is 
not  bound  by  His  Sacraments;  (3)  The  Sacraments  are 
efficacious,  because  by  means  of  them  Christ,  through  the 
Holy  Spirit,  effects  His  Grace  in  the  soul;  (4)  The  Sacraments 
are  celebrated  by  the  minister  not  in  any  right  of  his  own,  but 
as  minister  of  the  Church,  would  go  a long  way  towards 
removing  misunderstandings  which  are  obstacles  to  unity. 

The  Bishop  then  quoted  the  following  passage  from  p.  40 : ^ 

“ We  do  all  believe  in  the  Real  Presence  of  Christ,  though  as  to 
how  the  Presence  is  manifested  and  realised  we  may  differ.  We  all 
believe  that  the  Eucharist  represents  the  Sacrifice  of  Christ,  though 
how  to  define  the  relation  of  it  to  the  one  Sacrifice  we  may  not  know. 

We  all  believe  in  the  spiritual  union  with  Christ  and  with  one  another 
in  the  Sacrament  of  the  Lord's  Supper.  ‘ Because  the  bread  is  one, 
we  who  are  many  are  one  body,  for  we  are  all  partakers  of  the  one 
bread  ’ (I  Cor.  x,  17).  We  all  agree  that  the  Sacrament  of  the  Lord's 
Supper  is  a verbum  visibile  of  the  Divine  Grace,  and  likewise  the 
thanksgiving  ( eucharistia ) of  the  redeemed  people  of  God.  And  we 
all  believe  that  the  Sacrament  is  the  great  corporate  act  of  worship 
of  the  Christian  Church,  grounded  in  the  historical  fact  of  the 
Incarnation  and  pointed  forward  to  its  eschatological  fulfilment  in 
the  coming  of  our  Lord." 

This  amount  of  agreement  could  be  reached  so  long  as 
they  dealt  with  the  religious  content,  and  did  not  attempt  theo- 
logical definition.  This  was  the  proper  basis  on  which  to  try 
to  build  unity.  The  attempt  to  define  the  sacraments  had 
been  one  of  the  great  mistakes  of  history.  There  had  been  no 
definition  in  the  West  before  the  Fourth  Lateran  Council 
(a.d.  1215);  there  was  no  official  definition  in  Eastern  Ortho- 
doxy to-day.  Definitions  limit  and  detract  from  the  whole 
richness  of  meaning:  what  we  need  is  to  obey  our  Lord’s 
command  to  “ Do  this  ” in  the  way  He  has  commanded,  and 
to  try  to  express  in  our  liturgies  and  practice  the  full  religious 
significance  of  our  worship. 
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It  appeared  that  the  question  of  the  number  of  sacraments 
should  not  be  regarded  as  making  an  insurmountable  dividing 
line  between  churches.  Though  they  do  not  call  them  sacra- 
ments, all  churches  actually  have  religious  rites  to  which  they 
give  religious  significance  which  correspond  to  the  sacraments 
in  other  churches. 

The  difficulties  were  greater  on  the  question  of  the 
Ministry,  but  the  full  agreement  reached  on  the  following 
points  deserved  special  attention. 

No  judgment  ought  to  be  pronounced  by  any  Church  or 
individual  denying  the  validity  (in  any  of  the  senses  defined  in 
the  Report)  of  the  Sacraments  performed  by  any  Christian  body 
which  believes  itself  to  be  observing  what  Christ  appointed  for 
His  Church  (pp.  29,  42). 

The  ministry  of  the  Word  and  Sacraments  is  a gift  of  God 
to  the  Church,  and  a common  ministry  is  essential  to  the  united 
Church  of  the  future. 

The  Committee  had  not  been  able  to  solve  the  problem  of 
how  to  achieve  a common  ministry.  What  it  had  agreed  upon 
was  that  we  must  start  with  respect  for  ministries  other  than 
our  own,  wherever  there  is  a claim  to  have  a Christian  ministry 
given  by  Christ.  If,  for  example,  those  churches  which 
retained  the  historic  episcopate  believed  it  essential  to  union 
that  this  privilege  should  be  shared  by  others,  it  must  be 
because  of  the  respect  they  have  for  the  ministries  they  wish 
historically  to  regularise,  not  because  they  condemn  them. 
Similarly,  we  should  not  aim  at  a Church  either  episcopal  or 
presbyterian,  but  one  both  episcopal  and  presbyterian. 

In  conclusion  the  Bishop  asked  whether  the  Report  would 
be  regarded  as  marking  a definite  step  forward,  or  as  the 
opinion  of  a group  who  had  gone  far  ahead  of  the  churches  to 
which  they  belonged.  Perhaps  the  latter  was  true,  but  he 
felt  that  if  the  churches  as  a whole  could  come  together  for 
ten  days  and  study  the  problems  as  they  had  done,  they  too 
would  find  their  way  to  the  same  conclusions. 

The  Chairman  expressed  the  thanks  of  the  whole  Move- 
ment to  the  Bishop  and  his  collaborators  for  all  the  work 
they  had  done,  to  which  the  Meeting  responded  with  acclama- 
tion. 

Professor  Arseniev,  as  a member  of  the  committee, 
testified  to  the  great  spirit  of  Christian  understanding,  both  in 
feeling  and  thought,  which  had  prevailed  among  them.  There 
had  been  no  desire  or  attempt  to  compromise,  but  when  each 
had  tried  to  follow  the  central  line  of  his  own  church’s  teach- 
ing, they  had  found  them  to  converge.  He  called  attention, 
however,  to  the  fact  that  he  and  Dr.  Neufeld  had  not  been 
able  to  subscribe  to  the  statement  on  p.  42  “ Because  of  the 
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divided  state  of  the  Church  no  existing  orders  of  the  ministry 
attain  to  the  fullness  of  the  Divine  intention  ” unless  it  were 
prefaced  with  the  words:  “ Inasmuch  as  the  Ministry  was 
intended  for  the  whole  ‘ Church.’  ” And  to  make  his  point: 
clear  he  now  wished  to  add  the  words:  “ We  can  accept  this 
statement  only  as  meaning  that  the  gift  of  God  is  not  vitiated 
by  the  fact  of  disunion,  only  the  full  scope  of  its  working  is 
influenced  by  the  divisions  of  the  Church.” 

Dr.  Flew  said  that  as  the  only  other  member  of  the 
committee  present  he  wished  to  add  his  tribute.  Differences 
had  never  been  minimised,  and  there  had  been  awkward 
moments;  the  gathering  had  provided  a valuable  piece  of 
education  in  tolerance.  He  had  left  before  the  last  meeting 
at  which  had  occurred  the  difficulty  referred  to  by  Prof. 
Arseniev,  but  thought  that  he,  the  Methodist,  would  be  in- 
clined to  agree  with  the  Orthodox  Prof.  Arseniev  and  the  Old 
Catholic  Dr.  Neufeld. 

The  differences  which  had  emerged  had  been  differences 
between  individual  theologians  rather  than  between  denomina- 
tions. 

Dr.  Flew  called  special  attention  to  the  section  on  validity 
on  pp.  27-29.  That  section  had  been  very  carefully  pondered, 
and  if  only  it  could  be  endorsed  at  Edinburgh  it  would  be  a 
positive  gain.  And  if  only  Edinburgh  could  reproduce  on  the 
larger  scale  such  a conference  as  they  had  had  at  Gloucester 
it  would  be  taking  a great  step  forward  beyond  what  was  done- 
at  Lausanne. 

Fr.  Bulgakoff  suggested  that  the  technical  terms  for  the 
distinction  intended  by  Prof.  Arseniev  are  ex  of  ere  oferato 
and  ex  of  ere  oferantis.  The  former  refers  to  God’s  action, 
the  latter  to  man’s  reception.  What  is  ex  of  ere  oferato  can- 
not be  more  or  less,  what  is  ex  of  ere  oferantis  can  be  and  is. 
And  since  no  man  receives  purely  as  an  individual,  but  as  a 
member  of  his  church,  while  the  ex  of  ere  oferato  cannot  be 
diminished  by  disunion,  the  ex  of  ere  oferantis  inevitably  is. 
To  cure  this  is  the  aim  of  our  Movement. 

Dr.  Merrill  asked  what  was  the  authority  for  the  state- 
ment on  p.  30  that  in  Presbyterianism  lay  baptism  is  not 
recognised.  This  is  not  true  of  American  Presbyterianism. 

The  Bishop  of  Gloucester  said  that  a member  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland  had  stated  this  to  be  true  of  his  Church. 

Canon  Hodgson  referred  to- correspondence  he  had  had 
on  this  subject  with  leading  divines  of  the  Church  of  Scotland 
while  editing  the  volume  Convictions , which  had  led  to  the 
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•insertion  of  the  following  footnote  on  p.  89  of  that  book,  the 
wording  of  which  had  been  approved  by  the  late  Lord  Sandys. 

“ The  prohibition  of  lay  baptism  by  the  law  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland  may  perhaps  be  regarded  as  a rule  rendering  those 
who  contravene  it  liable  to  censure  rather  than  as  a doctrinal 
determination  in  regard  to  the  validity  of  the  Sacrament,  for 
since  the  present  rules  were  framed  in  the  seventeenth  century 
there  is  no  record  of  any  case  of  the  re-baptism  of  a person 
baptised  by  a layman,  and  the  Church  of  Scotland  recognises 
as  baptised  persons  all  who  have  been  baptised  according  to  the 
practice  of  any  other  Christian  communion,  irrespective  of  the 
qualifications  of  the  celebrant.” 

" Dr.  Dunphy  said  that  he  did  not  wish  to  appear  un- 
gracious, but  that  the  measure  of  agreement  expressed  in  the 
Report  seemed  to  him  far  to  exceed  the  agreement  actually 
• existing  among  Christians.  In  some  respects  genuine  differ- 
ences had  been  obscured  and  the  degree  of  unity  exaggerated. 

In  the  account  of  the  Sacraments  in  the  Early  Church  at 
the  top  of  p.  10  there  was  a very  questionable  statement  which 
was  the  hidden  premiss  of  much  that  came  later.  It  implied 
that  the  ministry  derived  its  authority  from  the  Church,  but 
this  was  historically  untrue.  The  authority  of  the  ministry 
v/as  derived  directly  from  Jesus  Christ  and  perpetuated 
through  the  apostolic  succession.  The  fact  that  this  authority 
could  not  validly  be  exercised  apart  from  the  Church  had  been 
confused  with  the  theory  that  it  was  derived  from  the  Church. 

Again,  the  phrase  " Real  Presence  ” was  vague  and 
. question-begging.  The  Fathers  did  not  teach  the  “ Real 
Presence,”  they  taught  the  identity  of  the  consecrated 
elements  with  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ,  as  still  do  three- 
quarters  of  the  Christians  of  to-day. 

Moreover,  the  statement  on  pp.  29  and  42  about  not 
pronouncing  judgment  denying  the  validity  of  orders  was 
ambiguous.  We  must  not  deny  that  God  has  laid  down 
conditions  for  the  reception  of  His  covenanted  grace,  or  assert 
that  all  orders  and  sacraments  are  equally  good  for  conveying 
what  God  has  promised  as  distinguished  from  what  He  may 
give.  In  this,  again,  he  was  stating  the  conviction  of  three- 
quarters  of  the  Christian  world  of  to-day.  He  held  that  in 
the  Report  the  word  ‘ ‘ validity  ’ ’ was  used  loosely  and  not  in 
accordance  with  its  perfectly  well-defined  historical  usage. 

The  Bishop  of  Gloucester  said  that  he  felt  himself  to 
differ  completely  from  Dr.  Dunphy  on  every  historical  and 
theological  point  he  had  raised.  And  yet  they  were  both 
members  of  the  same  Anglican  communion.  Does  not  this 
show  that  these  differences  are  not  necessarily  bars  to  unity? 

The  Rev.  C.  Storrs  asked  whether  the  Committee  had 
. raised  the  practical  question  of  intercommunion  at  such  gather- 
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ings  as  the  meeting  of  the  committee.  The  Bishop  of 
Gloucester  replied  that  this  had  not  fallen  within  their  terms 
of  reference,  but  belonged  to  Commission  IV.  He  added  that 
in  accordance  with  the  regulations  of  the  Upper  House  of  the 
Convocation  of  Canterbury  he  had  administered  the  Sacrament 
of  Holy  Communion  to  the  members  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Sunday  morning  when  they  were  together. 

Bishop  Palmer  said  he  was  convinced  that  the  word 
“ validity  ” was  a work  of  the  devil,  thrown  into  the  Church 
to  cause  us  to  make  false  and  confused  judgments.  He  agreed 
with  Prof.  Arseniev  that  division  of  the  Church  cannot  of  itself 
make  ministries  imperfect.  If  ministries  are  God's  gift  they 
cannot  be  rendered  imperfect  by  human  non-recognition — the 
ministries  of  Jeremiah,  St.  John  the  Baptist  and  of  our  Lord 
Himself  were  none  of  them  accepted  by  the  official  ministers 
of  the  Church. 

The  agreement  of  the  Committee  on  the  Nature  of  the 
Sacraments  was  most  warmly  welcomed.  He  wished  to  sup- 
port the  Bishop  of  Gloucester’s  objection  to  definitions  on  the 
following  ground.  For  St.  Augustine,  who  called  a sacrament  a 
verbum  visibile,  the  word  verbum  meant  an  audible  sound, 
not  something  to  be  read  with  the  eyes.  So  verbum  visibile 
meant  a gift  of  God  that  men  could  see,  which  had  a deeper 
meaning  than  could  be  put  in  words,  and  to  say  that  the 
verbum  visibile  needs  definition  in  verba  audibilia  is  to  say 
that  in  giving  sacraments  God  does  not  know  His  own  business. 
One  can  say  of  the  sacraments  as  of  music : if  what  it  expresses 
can  be  as  well  or  better  expressed  in  words,  why  not  do  so  and 
dispense  with  the  music? 

He  had  been  much  moved  by  Karl  Barth’s  paper  in 
Pamphlet  76  because  it  recalled  us  to  two  realities,  (i)  that  we 
are  responsible  to  Jesus  Christ  and  to  Him  alone  in  all  we  do 
in  this  work,  and  (ii)  that  we  must  none  of  us  mind  confessing 
error.  Of  the  first  he  would  speak  of  one  side  only — truth. 
“ I am  the  Truth.”  We  must  serve  and  seek  truth  for  its 
own  sake,  not  because  it  will  lead  to  unity.  We  must  not  seek 
unity  by  saying  that  everything  every  church  says  is  true: 
we  have  gone  so  far  apart  that  some  things  some  say  cannot 
be  true.  But  Barth  seems  to  say  that  if  we  seek  truth  for  itself 
we  are  bound  to  come  into  opposition  to  others.  But  surely 
this  need  not  mean  that  we  must  organise  ourselves  in  different 
churches.  When  he  had  been  talking  with  representatives  of 
other  churches  in  S.  India  he  had  found  himself  with  people 
who  had  never  heard  of  things  he  had  learned  from  his  youth 
up.  He  told  them  that  he  taught  these  things  not  because  his 
church  taught  them,  but  because  he  believed  them  true  and 
that  they  could  be  proved  true.  This  opened  the  door  to  their 
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minds,  and  together  they  could  seek  the  truth.  'In  united 
devotion  to  the  truth  we  can  seek  the  truth  in  common. 
Unity  is  the  condition  of  our  arriving  at  the  truth.  We 
shall  not  find  the  truth  itself  in  separation,  because  in 
separation  people  exaggerate  what  truth  they  hold  without 
the  counter-balancing  truth.  Thus  we  all  get  our  truths  some- 
what awry.  We  must  look  for  the  truth  not  in  one  or  the 
other,  but  in  something  else.  He  was  once  talking  about  the 
Eucharist  to  a clever  Indian  who  said,  “No  Indian  has  any 
difficulty  in  understanding  that  ” — because,  to  the  Indian,  if 
by  Christ’s  will  the  bread  and  wine  had  become  the  means  of 
symbolising  between  us  and  Christ  His  Body  and  Blood,  that 
had  become  their  reality.  If  you  were  to  say  to  him,  “ Oh, 
then  they  are  only  symbols,”  he  would  look  at  you  and  say, 
“ Only  symbols!  Whatever  do  you  mean?  ” And  that  is  a 
“ something  else  ” — a different  point  of  view  from  either  of 
the  combatants  in  the  traditional  disputes.  It  is  what  the 
schoolmen  were  trying  to  say  in  the  doctrine  of  trans- 
substantiation. 

The  truth  is  obtainable  in  God’s  time,  and  all  the  truth 
we  need  can  be  obtained  now  if  we  can  learn  to  say,  “ It  will 
do  us  good  to  learn  that  we  have  been  in  error.”  Then  the 
truth  can  make  us  free  and  will  make  us  one. 

Mr.  Hayman  thought  that  on  the  question  of  authority 
the  scriptural  basis  of  the  ministry  and  sacraments  was  in  one 
passage  of  the  Report  so  stressed  as  to  raise  the  question 
whether  the  position  of  the  Society  of  Friends  were  not  dis- 
obedience to  our  Lord.  But  elsewhere  stress  was  laid  on  the 
authority  of  proved  religious  value,  and  when  we  realise  that 
if  the  Report  had  accepted  some  of  the  more  drastic  theories 
of  biblical  criticism  and  abolished  all  biblical  authority,  it 
would  not  have  stopped  sacramental  practice,  we  see  that  the 
ultimate  real  authority  is  proved  religious  value. 

There  were  passages  in  the  Report  suggesting  that  outward 
sacramental  rites  are  not  necessary  to  salvation,  which  seemed 
to  open  the  door  to  a rapprochement  with  the  Quakers;  but 
its  final  clause,  “ A condition  of  union  will  be  the  celebration 
of  the  Eucharist  with  the  unfailing  use  of  the  words  of 
institution,”  seemed  to  close  it  again.  We  come  nearer 
together  when  we  look  along  the  line  of  religious  value. 

The  Friends  seek  to  bear  witness  that  a corporate  Christian 
life  can  be  and  is  being  developed  without  the  outward  rites. 

He  believed  that  the  new  basis  of  authority  in  proved 
religious  value  was  a very  fruitful  line  of  approach,  and  that 
we  ought  to  be  prepared  to  try  to  learn  from  others  by 
approaching  them  along  this  line. 
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Professor  Hartford  found  difficulty  in  the  section  of 
the  Report  entitled  The  Biblical  Basis , which  said,  “ We 
have  to  begin  with  the  problem  of  the  Biblical  foundation  of 
the  Sacraments  and  the  Ministry/’  and  concluded,  “We 
have  therefore  the  right  to  found  the  sacramental  and 
ministerial  practice  of  the  Church  on  a Biblical  basis.”  Surely 
the  foundation  of  the  Sacraments  and  the  Ministry  is  Jesus 
Christ  Himself;  the  Scriptures,  together  with  the  Sacraments 
and  the  Ministry,  bear  witness  to  that  Foundation.  He  would 
suggest  that  the  section  should  be  entitled  “ The  Witness  of 
Scripture  that  it  should  open,  “We  have  to  begin  with  the 
problem  of  the  witness  borne  by  the  Scriptures  to  the  Sacra- 
ments and  the  Ministry,”  and  conclude,  “ We  have  therefore 
the  right  to  claim  that  Holy  Scripture  truly  witnesses  to  the 
sacramental  and  ministerial  practice  of  the  early  Church.” 

Professor  Menegoz  desired  to  emphasise  the  importance 
of  the  Report.  It  marked  real  progress.  How  had  this  come 
about?  At  Lausanne  in  1927  they  had  found  a real  unity 
through  common  devotion  to  the  Living  Christ,  for  the  Living 
Christ  is  Himself  our  union.  In  our  hearts  and  in  our  prayers 
we  realise  our  unity,  and  that  devotion  to  the  Living  Christ 
is  the  foundation  of  the  (Ecumenical  Movement.  In  present- 
ing the  primitive  Church  the  New  Testament  presents  it  as 
united  through  its  relation  to  the  risen  Christ  and  faith  in 
Him.  In  so  far  as  we  confess  Him  as  Christus  Victor  we  are 
one  with  the  New  Testament  Christians,  and  this  common 
confession  can  enable  us  to  deal  with  our  many  and  very  real 
differences. 

Only  because  of  faith  in  the  resurrection  of  Christ  is  any 
theology  of  the  Cross  possible,  and  without  this  faith  there  is 
no  real  historical  insight  into  the  historical  Jesus  of  Nazareth. 
It  is  its  foundation  on  this  basis  which  gives  the  work  of  the 
Commission  and  its  Report  their  value.  The  Sacraments  and 
the  Ministry  are  derived  from  the  risen  Living  Christ  and 
throughout  referred  to  Him. 

The  Chairman  said  that  at  the  close  of  more  than  one  of 
these  discussions  he  had  tried  in  a few  words  to  focus  them  in 
relation  to  the  whole  purpose  of  our  meeting.  This  was  be- 
coming less  necessary,  as  with  growing  consciousness  of  our 
task  our  discussions  were  tending  throughout  to  relate  them- 
selves more  directly  to  our  end.  At  each  of  our  meetings  we 
were  coming  closer,  if  not  to  unity,  to  agreement  about  the 
means  whereby  it  is  to  be  sought.  We  are  being  led  to  see 
that  there  is  room  for  a very  wide  divergence  of  theology 
within  a spiritual  unity  which  is  the  real  basis  for  the  one 
Church.  The  report  keeps  that  in  sight  and  under  each 
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heading  indicates  its  view  of  what  the  discussion  would  lead 
us  to  regard  as  required  with  reference  to  union  in  one  church. 

In  practice  it  may  not  be  found  to  follow  that  divergences 
which  have  grown  up  within  a church  can  also  be  left  un- 
resolved when  you  are  attempting  to  bring  together  two 
different  churches,  each  of  which  holds  at  least  predominantly 
one  or  either  of  them.  When  you  already  have  the  fact  of 
unity  you  can  continue  it  and  reach  unity  in  spite  of  some 
differences  that  arise,  but  it  does  not  follow  that  when  these 
differences  are  characteristic  of  bodies  actually  separate  you 
can  bring  them  together  because  in  some  other  body  they  are 
already  found  there.  We  do  find  in  every  body  here  repre- 
sented a sufficient  number  of  differences  to  show  us  that  it  is 
along  the  lines  of  the  fullness  of  the  religious  life  and  its 
participation  in  worship,  witness  and  service  that  union  will 
come. 

And  one  of  the  merits  of  this  report  is  the  way  in  which  it 
goes  behind  the  theological  definitions  to  the  purely  religious 
language.  Another  example  of  this  was  Dr.  Dunphy’s  plea 
that  we  should  go  back  to  the  earlier  language  of  bread  and 
wine  meaning  Body  and  Blood  of  our  Lord.  Nobody  can 
suggest  that  this  is  a theological  definition.  Before  it  can 
become  that,  the  words  blood  and  body  would  require  a very 
large  amount  of  consideration.  The  mere  fact  that  they  are 
not  the  words  of  technical  theology,  but  are  scriptural  and 
religious  is  what  gives  them  their  value.  They  keep  us  within 
the  realm  of  fullness  of  personal  relationship  and  life.  We 
shall  find  ourselves  united  in  that  realm  long  before  we  can  be 
united  on  any  theological  interpretation  even  of  that  on  which 
we  are  agreed. 


Discussion  on  Interim  Report  of  Commission  IV 
on  the  Church’s  Unity  in  Life  and  Worship. 

Professor  Dun  presented  the  Report.  He  first  described 
in  outline  the  work  which  the  whole  Commission  was  doing. 
It  had  entrusted  to  different  scholars  the  work  of  preparing 
reports  on  the  different  topics  as  follows,  each  Report  to  be 
based  on  contributions  from  as  many  and  as  widely  divergent 
sources  as  possible,  and  to  be  revised  by  discussion  at  sessions 
of  the  whole  Commission  before  reaching  its  final  form. 

1.  The  Meaning  of  Unity.  A 50-page  pamphlet  to  be 
prepared  by  Professor  Dun. 

2.  The  Progress  towards  Unity  since  1927.  A record 
of  fact  to  be  compiled  by  Dr.  H.  Paul  Douglass  and  published 
in  book  form. 
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3-  The  N on-theological  Factors  in  the  Unity  Pro- 
blem. A 50-page  pamphlet  to  be  prepared  by  Dean  Sperry. 

4.  Next  Steps  toward  Unity.  A 50-page  pamphlet  to 
be  prepared  by  Dr.  William  Adams  Brown. 

5.  The  Communion  of  Saints.  A 50-page  pamphlet, 
to  be  prepared  by  Prof.  Gaius  J.  Slosser  on  the  basis  of  a book 
to  be  published  independently. 

Each  of  the  four  pamphlets  would  include  questions  pro- 
posed for  discussion  at  Edinburgh. 

At  this  point  Fr.  Bulgakoff  raised  the  question  referred 
to  on  p.  11,  and  Dr.  Otto  Dibelius  expressed  the  hope, 
especially  with  regard  to  the  third  topic,  that  the  love  of  truth 
should  be  the  guiding  factor  throughout.  The  younger 
generation  were  suspicious  lest  attempts  should  be  made  to 
seek  Church  union  on  grounds  of  lack  of  money  or  fatigue. 
We  must  so  work  as  to  ensure  that  the  union  we  work  for  shall 
not  be  built  on  such  foundations  as  these  but  on  passionate 
conviction. 

Professor  Dun  then  spoke  in  more  detail  on  the  first 
topic.  In  describing  the  contents  of  his  interim  report  he  said 
this  his  work  was  based  on  the  volume  Convictions,  and  all 
his  illustrations  drawn  from  that  source.  After  a brief  intro- 
duction, the  pamphlet  would  be  divided  into  two  main  parts, 
(i)  an  analysis  of  the  meaning  of  unity,  and  (ii)  a factual 
account  of  the  forms  of  unity  existing  within  and  between 
churches,  and  of  the  relation  between  various  ideals  of  unity 
and  views  of  the  nature  of  the  church. 

The  analysis  of  the  meaning  of  unity  began  with  a 
distinction  betwen  Christian  Unity  and  Church  Unity.  These 
phrases  were  used  for  want  of  better  and  were  used  respectively 
to  denote  (a)  unity  between  individuals  belonging  to  different 
churches  based  on  their  community  of  thought,  feeling  and 
ethical  ideals,  and  (b)  unity  between  churches  themselves  as 
continuing  corporate  bodies.  Church  Unity  was  considered 
under  three  heads:  (i)  Unity  of  Likeness,  (ii)  Unity  of  Active 
Institutional  Inter-Relationships,  and  (iii)  Church  Union  or 
Governmental  Unity. 

Under  the  head  of  Church  Unity  was  first  considered 
Unity  of  Inward  or  Spiritual  Likeness,  and  the  question  was 
asked  whether  this  is  ever  actually  found  apart  from  some 
form  of  outward  or  institutional  loyalty.  Then  the  Unity  of 
Outward  or  Institutional  Likeness  was  analysed  into  (a)  Unity 
of  Likeness  in  Faith  or  Confession,  (ii)  Unity  of  Likeness  in 
Faith  and  Sacraments,  and  (iii)  Unity  of  Likeness  in  Faith, 
Sacraments  and  Orders.  With  regard  to  the  second  of  these 
he  wished  to  emphasise  the  importance  of  the  actually  existing 
unity  in  non-sacramental  worship,  what  might  be  called 
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“ synagogue  worship.”  So  much  attention  was  given  to  the 
problems  connected  with  unity  in  sacramental  worship  that 
this  was  too  often  overlooked.  At  Lausanne  in  1927,  there 
could  have  been  issued  a Message  on  the  existing  unity  in 
“synagogue  worship  ” comparable  in  impressiveness  to  that 
on  “ the  Church's  Message  to  the  World,  the  Gospel.” 

On  the  question  of  Unity  in  Orders  he  would  like  to  lay 
stress  on  the  importance  of  distinguishing  orders  from  polity. 
Anglicans,  for  example,  when  in  modern  times  they  spoke  of 
the  necessity  of  likeness  of  orders  were  often  misunderstood 
to  mean  likeness  in  polity,  which  they  did  not,  and  were 
thought  to  hold  that  a particular  form  of  Church  government 
was  necessary  to  the  being  of  the  Church  when  they  really 
meant  something  else. 

In  considering,  under  the  third  head,  Church  Union,  the 
attempt  to  analyse  the  phrase  “ organic  unity  ” showed  that 
it  meant  different  things  to  different  people.  Some,  for 
example,  would  identify  it  with  a close-knit  or  even  a 
monarchical  type  of  church  government,  while  others  would 
not.  Anglicans  generally  would  conceive  of  “organic  unity” 
as  realised  whenever  inter-communion  is  made  possible  by  the 
existence  of  a ministry  acknowledged  as  possessing  the  author- 
ity of  the  whole  body,  without  the  necessity  for  a close 
governmental  relationship  between  the  territorial  branches  of 
the  churches  of  one  communion.  A question  which  episco- 
palians might  well  ask  themselves  was  whether  the  episcopal 
communions  actually  possess  “ organic  unity  ” in  a different 
sense  or  degree  from  world  Lutheranism  or  Presbyterianism 
or  Congregationalism. 

The  word  “ federation  ” was  also  ambiguous.  It  might 
be  identified  (a)  with  alliance  for  co-operative  action,  or  (b) 
with  the  looser  forms  of  governmental  unity  to  be  found  in 
Congregational  communions  within  a nation,  or  in  Anglican- 
ism, Orthodoxy,  etc.,  on  an  international  scale.  Questions 
worth  asking  were  (i)  Is  Church  unity,  as  between  churches 
in  the  same  territory , conceivable  without  some  form  of 
governmental  unity  ? , and  (ii)  Can  the  Church  be  an  effective 
international  community  without  some  common  organs  of 
deliberation  and  administration? 

Dr.  Deissmann  expressed  his  appreciation  of  the  work 
the  Commission  was  doing.  He  said  that  Professor  Dun’s 
exposition  of  his  report  made  him  long  all  the  more  that  it 
might  be  possible  at  Edinburgh  to  find  some  means  of  express- 
ing to  the  world  the  underlying  unity  of  which  all  had  been 
conscious  since  Lausanne  and  reminded  him  again  of  the 
appeal  for  a koinonia  tdn  ekklesion  in  the  encyclical  letter 
of  the  (Ecumenical  Patriarchate  of  January,  1920. 
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Archbishop  Germanos  said  that  the  thought  expressed 
by  the  Patriarchate  in  that  encyclical  letter  was  of  the  under- 
lying unity  of  all  churches  which  acknowledge  Jesus  Christ 
as  Saviour  and  God,  and  of  the  need  of  some  way  of  express- 
ing this  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  state  of  the  world 
challenges  the  Church  to  meet  crises.  The  Patriarchate  was 
unable  to  give  details  as  to  how  this  should  be  provided,  but 
he  agreed  with  Dr.  Deissmann  that  this  should  be  taken  up  at 
Edinburgh,  and  fully  appreciated  the  longing  expressed  by 
Prof.  Menegoz  in  a former  discussion  for  an  oecumenical 
council. 

The  Bishop  of  Croydon  congratulated  Prof.  Dun  on- 
tackling  so  difficult  a task  of  such  immense  complexity  with 
such  success.  He  especially  appreciated  his  discussion  of  the* 
meaning  of  “ organic  unity/’  and  thought  it  most  important 
to  try  to  clarify  this  conception  before  Edinburgh.  He  hoped 
the  Commission  would  make  it  clear  that  organic  unity  does 
not  mean  any  rigid  kind  of  uniformity.  The  watchword  should 
be  “ unity  with  variety  ” — very  great  freedom  of  variety  in 
the  interpretation  of  a fundamental  unity  in  faith  and  worship. 
For  himself  he  would  regard  the  essence  of  organic  union  as. 
being  the  right  to  intercommunion.  There  need  not  neces- 
sarily be  united  government,  though  possibly  a united  church 
in  one  country  might  require  some  more  or  less  unified 
government.  He  would  like  to  see  in  Great  Britain  one- 
church  which  would  be  at  once  episcopal,  presbyterian  and 
congregational  and  which  had,  so  to  speak,  family  relation- 
ships with  other  churches  of  similar  type,  but  with  independent 
governments  in  other  lands.  That,  for  him,  would  be  organic 
union. 


Dr.  William  Adams  Brown  presented  an  interim  report 
on  the  fourth  topic,  “ Next  Steps  to  Unity.”  He  said  that: 
in  all  their  work  on  that  topic  they  were  trying  to  keep  in 
mind  the  distinctions  drawn  in  Prof.  Dun’s  analysis.  He- 
felt  that  in  our  Movement  there  were  many  people  longing 
for  unity  as  deeply  as  the  Bishop  of  Croydon,  but  with  differ- 
ent conceptions  of  it.  These  must  be  borne  in  mind  too. 
They  were  trying,  also,  to  think  out  the  next  steps  to  unity 
in  the  light  of  Dr.  Douglass’  outline  of  past  history.  It  was. 
clear  that  there  were  some  divisions  which  no  longer  corres- 
ponded to  real  differences  of  conviction,  and  also  (as  Dr. 
Dibelius  had  said)  some  unions  which  do  not  correspond  to- 
real  unity  of  faith.  Both  of  these  are  sinful.  They  had, 
moreover,  to  realise  that  we  must  meet  at  Edinburgh  with  a 
real  sense  of  the  urgency  of  the  problem — not  because  of  the 
need  of  cents  and  dollars,  but  because  of  the  need  of  bearing 
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witness  in  a hostile  world.  The  actual  administrative  machin- 
ery of  the  different  churches  is  still  such  that  when  they  make 
up  their  minds  on  common  action  nothing  can  be  done  for 
three,  five  or  even  more  years.  We  need  a house-cleaning  in 
each  church  to  make  co-operation  as  we  are  now  more  possible. 
Existing  federations  should  never  be  spoken  of  without  thanks- 
giving to  Almighty  God  for  what  they  have  done  to  make 
possible  the  growth  of  deeper  spiritual  fellowship. 

At  the  present  time  we  are  witnessing,  outside  the  more 
formal  acts  of  Churches,  experiments  in  ways  in  which 
Christian  unity  can  find  expression.  Some  of  these  take  place 
in  accordance  with  the  regulations  of  the  churches.  Some  are 
hindered  by  these  regulations,  or  carried  on  in  defiance  of 
them.  Some  people  think  that  in  these  experiments  they 
should  yield  themselves  to  the  free  guidance  of  the  Spirit  even 
“though  it  means  breaking  the  regulations.  The  Commission 
held  that  the  Movement’s  aim  should  be  to  move  the  churches 
in  the  direction  of  regularising  the  experiments. 

The  next  point  was  that  they  had  to  distinguish  between 
what  can  be  done  to  express  the  unity  which  already  exists, 
and  what  can  be  done  to  overcome  disunity.  Starting  with 
the  unity  which  exists  already,  he  agreed  with  Professor  Dun 
in  desiring  more  witness  to  our  unity  in  non-sacramental 
worship.  And  then  the  question  of  intercommunion  must  be 
approached  from  the  point  of  view  of  existing  unity.  The 
whole  discussion  of  this  subject  is  too  often  vitiated  by  the 
omission  of  a relevant  third  term.  Men  speak  of  inter- 
communion as  a means  to  unity  and  as  a mark  of  unity 
achieved;  they  omit  to  think  of  it  as  the  recognition  of  existing 
unity.  There  is  a sense  in  which  even  now,  even  in  our 
divided  condition,  the  service  of  Holy  Communion  is  an 
expression  of  our  unity  in  Jesus  Christ,  and  there  ought  to  be 
more  use  made  of  ways  of  expressing  this,  e.g.,  by  attendance 
without  communicating  at  the  services  of  other  communions. 
The  Roman  Catholics  have  their  High  Mass  with  non- 
communicating attendance.  Are  we  going  to  be  less  spiritual 
in  our  conception  and  contend  that  without  actual  physical 
participation  we  can  do  nothing? 

How  are  we  to  deal  with  the  difficulties  that  remain?  First 
we  must  recognise  their  seriousness.  There  are  four  or  five 
types  of  Christian  life  which  cannot  now  be  united  in  one 
visible  organisation.  In  our  existing  life  to-day,  unity  in 
witness,  worship  and  service  is  prevented  by  deep  seated 
differences  of  conviction.  Lutherans  in  the  United  States,  for 
example,  cannot  join  the  Federal  Council  of  the  Churches 
because  of  their  conviction  of  their  duty  to  witness  to  the  true 
faith.  Here  first  we  must  be  sure  that  the  obstacles  which 
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keep  us  apart  are  really  there.  Then,  where  we  are  at  one, 
we  must  act  upon  it.  And  when  you  act  together  you  can 
never  be  the  same  again  in  your  thought — as  our  experience 
in  this  Movement  has  taught  us  all.  It  is  futile  to  go  on 
discussing  long  distant  things  on  which  we  may  sometime 
agree  when  we  refuse  to  act  now  on  what  we  do  agree  on. 

Then  we  must  reconsider  in  the  spirit  of  prayer  our  funda- 
mental assumptions.  The  Episcopalian  must  learn  to  pray, 
“ O God,  if  it  be  indeed  Thy  will  that  we  should  give  up 
episcopacy,  teach  us  to  do  so.”  And  the  Presbyterian  likewise. 
There  is  nothing  so  difficult  as  to  learn  to  pray  such  prayers 
really  honestly. 

But  at  the  heart  of  all  this  is  the  question  of  the  spiritual 
significance  of  law.  Is  it  the  will  of  God  that  some  form  of 
legalised  order  of  unity  should  prevail?  All  differences  reach 
back  to  the  attitude  we  should  take  at  some  point  or  other  to 
this  question.  What  would  be  the  effect  of  going  back  to  the 
New  Testament  and  studying  afresh  what  St.  Paul  says  about 
law  and  grace  with  special  reference  to  church  polity?  Those 
who,  like  the  Quakers,  reject  any  such  polity  should  study 
what  blessings  are  acknowledged  in  it  by  those  who  receive 
it  as  a gift  of  God;  those  who  treasure  such  blessings  must 
realise  that  in  the  united  Church  of  the  future  there  must  be 
an  honoured  place — not  the  place  of  uncovenanted  mercies — 
for  the  Society  of  Friends. 

Mr.  Bartlett  thanked  Dr.  Brown  for  what  he  had  said. 
Speaking  as  a member  of  the  Society  of  Friends  he  wished 
to  assure  him  that  he  and  those  who  thought  with  him  were 
far  from  being  anarchical.  They  had  a great  regard  for 
discipline,  and  treasured  an  organic  union  in  the  truest  sense 
of  the  word. 

He  suggested  that  there  was  a good  deal  more  underlying 
the  word  “ likeness  ” in  Prof.  Dun’s  report.  Would  the  Com- 
mission ask  itself  whether  the  desire  for  unity  in  likeness  is  of 
Christian  origin  and  not  rather  due  to  deep  rooted  primitive 
anthropological  factors  in  us?  We  all  know  the  natural 
antipathy  in  man  to  what  is  unlike  himself.  There  must 
surely  be  some  better  reason  for  unity  than  that.  Is  not  the 
“ unity  in  variety  ” mentioned  earlier  in  the  discussion  much 
more  valuable?  Look  at  the  common  cause  of  divisions: 
exasperation  arising  out  of  fear  of  people  unlike  ourselves. 
But  given  a deep  and  real  fellowship  in  love  differences  do 
not  do  harm,  they  enrich. 

Pastor  Wilfred  Monod  wished  to  put  forward  three 
principles,  (i)  The  principle  of  mathematicians — act  as  if  the 
problem  were  resolved,  and  it  is ! (ii)  The  principle  of  lovers 
— the  marriage  follows  upon  a unity  of  heart  and  soul  already 
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existing,  (iii)  The  principle  of  the  Apostles — the  Table  of  the 
Lord  is  the  Lord's  Table  and  not  the  Table  of  this  or  that 
church.  Whoever  officiates  at  it  officiates  not  for  his  church, 
but  for  the  Lord,  and  cannot  rightly  turn  away  any  servant 
of  the  Lord  who  seeks  Him  in  good  faith.  He  is  like  an 
ambassador  who  represents  in  a country  one  much  greater 
than  himself.  He  is  in  the  church,  but  not  of  the  church. 

The  Chairman  closed  the  discussion  by  thanking  Prof. 
Dun  and  Dr.  Brown,  in  the  name  of  the  Committee,  for  their 
presentation  of  the  Report,  and  the  whole  Commission  for  the 
thoroughness  with  which  it  was  surveying  the  ground  entrusted 
to  it.  On  behalf  of  the  Commission  he  asked  the  members 
of  the  Committee  to  send  in  writing  to  Prof.  Dun  whatever 
comments  or  suggestions  they  could  make.  These  would  be 
welcomed  as  of  great  help  in  the  further  work  of  drafting  the 
Reports  in  their  final  form  for  presentation  to  the  Edinburgh 
Conference. 
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CLOSING  SESSION. 

Thursday,  September  3rd,  5 p.m. 


The  Committee  received  Mr.  von  Weymarn,  the  director 
of  the  International  Christian  Press  and  Information  Service. 
He  explained  how  through  its  agency  news  of  Christian 
activities  could  be  given  circulation  in  newspapers  throughout 
the  world,  and  how  subscribers  could  receive  such  news  coming 
from  all  over  the  world.*  The  Committee  expressed  its  thanks 
to  Mr.  von  Weymarn  for  his  statement  and  its  appreciation  of 
the  valuable  assistance  offered  to  the  work  of  the  Faith  and 
Order  Movement  by  the  I.C.P.I.S. 

Dean  Brilioth  urged  that  efforts  be  made  everywhere  to 
spread  information  about  the  work  of  the  oecumenical  move- 
ment and  to  promote  the  education  of  Christians  in  knowledge 
of  churches  other  than  their  own.  For  this  purpose  he  wished 
especially  to  commend  the  series  of  volumes  which  was  being 
edited  by  Professor  Siegmund-Schultze  and  published  (in 
German)  under  the  title  of  Ekklesia.  f This  series  should 
have  far  more  subscribers  than  it  had  at  present,  and  should 
be  in  every  church  library. 

On  behalf  of  the  Youth  Group  the  Rev.  Oliver  Tomkins 
expressed  their  thanks  for  being  invited  to  the  meeting.  They 
had  held  three  sessions  by  themselves,  and  at  first  had 
wondered  just  what  they  were  there  for — was  it  in  order  to  be 
able  to  dissiminate  information  about  the  Faith  and  Order 
Movement  in  the  Student  world,  or  to  be  preparing  themselves 
to  be  a well-informed  next  generation  to  carry  on  the  work? 
They  felt  too  old  for  the  former  and  too  young  for  the  latter. 
Canon  Tatlow  had  explained  to  them  that  the  presence  of  the 
Youth  Group  at  the  Edinburgh  Conference  would  be  a great 
opportunity,  as  it  would  put  them  in  the  position  of  being  able 
to  lead  the  coming  generation  in  the  oecumenical  movement. 
So  during  this  year  they  should  be  preparing  themselves  by 


* The  bulletins  are  issued  fortnightly  in  English,  French  and 
German.  The  subscription  price  is  10  Swiss  francs  a year.  Sub- 
scriptions should  be  sent  to  the  Manager,  I.C.P.I.S.,  41,  Avenue  de 
Champel,  Geneva,  Switzerland,  stating  which  language  is  required. 

f Full  particulars  obtainable  from  Leopold  Klotz  Verlag,  Gotha. 
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giving  serious  thought  to  what  they  should  be  doing  at  Edin- 
burgh and  after. 

He  had  been  asked  by  the  Group  to  submit  three  points 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Committee,  (i)  They  hoped  that 
the  Edinburgh  Conference  would  be  divided  into  sub-sections 
as  small  as  20  persons  each  so  as  to  ensure  effective  discussion, 
and  the  Youth  Group  scattered  about  among  them  as  widely 
as  possible,  (ii)  They  would  like  at  Edinburgh  to  have  ample 
opportunities  to  meet  and  talk  things  over  among  themselves, 
and  for  this  purpose  asked  if  it  would  be  possible  for  them  all 
to  live  together  in  one  hostel.  They  would  like  to  choose  for 
themselves  to  which  section  they  would  be  attached.  If  that 
were  impossible,  could  they  know  as  early  as  might  be,  so  that 
they  could  prepare  themselves  by  study  in  advance,  (iii) 
They  rejoiced  at  the  resolutions  passed  by  the  Committee  in 
favour  of  closer  co-operation  with  other  movements.  From 
the  point  of  view  of  youth  the  oecumenical  movement  needed 
above  all  things  a united  front  to  oppose  to  the  strong  anti- 
Christian  forces  of  to-day. 

In  conclusion  the  Group  would  wish  him  to  assure  the 
Committee  that  they  were  eagerly  looking  forward  to  the  Edin- 
burgh Conference,  that  they  would  be  earnestly  praying  for  it 
during  the  next  twelve  months,  and  that  they  had  a deep  sense 
of  their  committal  to  the  life-long  task  to  which  the  oecumenical 
movement  was  called. 

The  Chairman  expressed  the  thanks  of  the  Committee 
to  the  Principal  of  St.  George’s  School  and  Miss  Witz,  for  the 
warm  welcome  they  had  given,  and  for  all  the  most  admir- 
able arrangements  that  had  been  made  for  the  comfort  of  its 
members  and  the  conduct  of  its  business.  The  Committee 
also  expressed  its  thanks  to  Dr.  W.  A.  Brown,  Pastor  Merle 
d’Aubigne,  Prof.  Piper,  Prof.  Clavier,  Prof.  Arseniev,  Mr. 
Patrick  and  Mr.  Cairns  for  their  services  as  interpreters,  and 
to  the  Secretary  and  his  staff. 

Dr.  Deissmann  then  proposed  a vote  of  thanks  to  the 
Chairman  for  his  conduct  of  the  business,  referring  to  the  fact 
that  this  was  the  last  meeting  of  the  present  Continuation 
Committee  before  its  dissolution  next  year.  At  these  words 
the  Committee  showed  its  feelings  by  offering  to  the  Chairman 
a rising  vote  of  thanks.  He  replied  briefly,  speaking  of  the 
honour  he  had  felt  it  throughout  the  past  seven  years  to  be 
permitted  to  preside  at  these  gatherings,  of  the  responsibility 
of  the  work,  and  of  the  many  friendships  and  the  happiness  it 
had  brought  him. 

The  Committee  then  adjourned  to  the  School  Chapel 
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where  the  Chairman  conducted  its  closing  devotions,  in  the 
course  of  which  he  read  parts  of  Isaiah  xl  and  St.  John  xv,  1-9. 

“ Hast  thou  not  known?  hast  thou  not  heard,  that 
the  everlasting  God,  the  Lord,  the  Creator  of  the  ends 
of  the  earth,  fainteth  not,  neither  is  weary?  there  is  no 
searching  of  his  understanding. 

He  giveth  power  to  the  faint;  and  to  them  that  have 
no  might  he  increaseth  strength. 

Even  the  youths  shall  faint  and  be  weary,  and  the 
young  men  shall  utterly  fall: 

But  they  that  wait  upon  the  Lord  shall  renew  their 
strength;  they  shall  mount  up  with  wings  as  eagles;  they 
shall  run,  and  not  be  weary;  and  they  shall  walk,  and  not 
faint.” 

“ Abide  in  me,  and  I in  you.  As  the  branch  cannot 
bear  fruit  of  itself,  except  it  abide  in  the  vine;  no  more 
can  ye,  except  ye  abide  in  me. 

I am  the  vine,  ye  are  the  branches;  He  that  abideth 
in  me,  and  I in  him,  the  same  bringeth  forth  much  fruit  : 
for  without  me  ye  can  do  nothing.’ ’ 


Note . The  list  of  Members  of  the  Continuation  Committee  is 
not  f>rinted  here  as  it  is  now  included  in  Pamphlet  75 
{List  of  Delegates.) 


EXECUTIVE  COMMITTEE 
anpointed  by  the  Continuation  Committee. 

Ex-officio  Members. 

Most  Rev.  William  Temple,  D.D.,  Archbishop  of  York,  Chair- 
man. 

Rev.  A.  E.  Garvie,  D.D  , Vice-Chairman. 

Prof. D. Dr.  Adolf  Deissmann,  D.D.,  Most  Rev.  Metropolitan 
Germanos,  D.D.,  Archbishop  of  Thyateira,  Pastor  Charles 
Merle  d’Aubigne",  D.D.,  Rev.  J.  Ross  Stevenson,  D.D., 
Associated  Vice-Chairmen. 

Hon.  Alanson  B.  Houghton,  Treasurer. 

Rev.  Canon  T.  Tatlow,  D.D.,  Acting  Treasurer  in  England. 

Rev.  Canon  L.  Hodgson,  Hon.  D.D.,  Theological  and  General 
Secretary. 

Rev.  Floyd  W.  Tomkins,  Associate  Secretary  for  America. 

John  H.  MacCracken,  LL.D.,  Chairman  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee. 

Rt.  Rev.  A.  C.  Headlam,  D.D.,  Bishop  of  Gloucester,  Chairman 
of  the  Commission  on  the  Ministry  and  Sacraments. 

Gen. -Sup.  i.R.  D.  W.  Zoellner,  Chairman  of  the  Commission  on 
the  Church  and  the  Word.  (Recognised  Substitute : 
Oberkirchenrat  Dr.  F.  W.  Krummacher.) 

Dean  W.  L.  Sperry,  D.D.,  Chairinan  of  the  Commission  on  the 
Church's  Unity  in  Life  and  Worship. 

Prof.  Henri  Clavier,  Dr.  Theol.,  Travelling  Secretary. 


Elected  Members. 

Rt.  Rev.  Irenaus,  Bishop  of  Novi  Sad.  (Recognised  Substitutes  : 

Prof.  Alivisatos,  the  Archimandrite  Scriban,  Prof.  Zankow. ) 
Very  Rev.  H.  N.  Bate. 

Very  Rev.  Y.  T.  Brilioth,  D.D.  (Recognised  Substitutes:  Rt. 

Rev.  J.  N.  Storen,  D.D.,  Rev.  Dr.  Neiiendam.) 

Rev.  William  Adams  Brown,  D.D. 

Prof.  D.  Hermann  Sasse. 

George  F.  Barbour,  D.Phil. 

Dr.  Visser  *t  Hooft. 


C oof  ted  Member. 

Rev.  F.  L.  Wiseman,  D.D 
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FINANCE  COMMITTEE. 


John  H.  MacCracken,  LL.D.,  Chairman. 

Hon.  Alanson  B.  Houghton,  Treasurer. 

Rev.  Canon  T.  Tatlow,  D.D.,  Acting  Treasurer  in  England. 
Frank  A.  Horne. 

Lewis  B.  Franklin,  LL.D. 


COMMISSION  ON  THE  CHURCH  AND  THE  WORD. 

Chairman:  Gen.-Sup.  i.  R.  D.  W.  Zoellner. 

Secretary:  Prof.  D.  Dr.  W.  Stahlin,  Paul  Str.  15,  Munster 
i.  Westfalen,  Germany. 


COMMISSION  ON  THE  MINISTRY  AND  SACRAMENTS. 

Chairman:  Rt.  Rev.  A.  C.  Headlam,  D.D.,  Bishop  of 
Gloucester. 

Secretary : Rev.  Dr.  Dunkerley,  West  Hill  College,  Selly 
Oak,  Birmingham. 


COMMISSION  ON  THE  CHURCH’S  UNITY  IN  LIFE  AND 
WORSHIP. 

Chairman-.  Dean  W.  L.  Sperry,  D.D. 

Secretary.  Rev.  Angus  Dun,  D.D.,  2,  St.  John’s  Road,  Cam- 
bridge, Mass.,  U.S.A. 


Messrs.  Thos.  Cook  and  Son — Wagons-Lit  Inc. — have  been 
appointed  official  Travel  Agents  to  the  Edinburgh  Conference 
and  will  be  glad  to  be  of  service  to  delegates  at  any  of  their 
branches. 


39 


Chatham  : 

Parrett  & Neves,  Ltd.,  30,  High  Street. 


1936. 


